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PREFACE 


The author of this volume has spent twenty-eight years’ of 
his life in the Gospel ministry and as a Principal of an Acad- 
emy and a professor in college. During this time, he has had 
an opportunity to mingle with all classes of people and to 
know something about the questions that concern them. 

The contents of this volume contains a series of lectures 
delivered in my church which attracted considerable attention 
in the city where they were delivered. Some of them were 
copied in newspapers all over the United States and letters 
came from everywhere and from all classes of people asking 
if they were in book form, if not that they be made into a 
book. ‘This has encouraged the author to offer this volume to 
the public. 

The author wants it understood that he believes in religion 
and the church, but he likewise wishes to be understood as 
believing in a rational and modern interpretation of religion. 
He believes that religion must be made to correspond with 
the facts of scholarship and not to be dependent upon tradi- 
tions and customs. He deplores the fact that many of the 
ideas taught in the churches today are out of harmony with 
modern ideals and do not stand up under the test of modern 
scholarship. 

If religion and the church are to live, it is necessary for 
them to become modernized in thought. Liberalism will not 
destroy religion, but will give to the world a religion of more 
vitality and influence and one that will make a strong appeal 
to thinking people. It is recognized that man is incurably 
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religious and that no rational individual desires to destroy 
such a beneficient influence. The only thing Liberalism 
attempts to do is to destroy error and give in its place truth. 

Liberalism is willing to follow wherever truth leads and tc 
accept truth from whatever source it may emanate. It does 
not endeavor to destroy anything simply for the sake of being 
destructive, but always gives back a better idea than it takes 
away. 

The author has refrained from the use of technical scien- 
tific and theological terms so that the book may be easily read 
and understood. He has also tried to be as brief as possible, 
believing that a large book is not as greatly appreciated as a 
smaller volume. 

It is the hope of the writer that these chapters will be the 
means of stimulating further thought and that many people 
will find in them refreshing ideas that will confirm the belief 
that Liberalism seeks only the best and highest ideals for 
humanity. 

Our forefathers sought religious and political freedom. Can 
we do less and be true to them or ourselves? 

The author sincerely wishes for you the largest possible 
freedom, truth, liberty and the pursuit of happiness. 
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Liberal Religion 


CHAPTER I 


IS THE BIBLE MORE INSPIRED THAN OTHER 
BOOKS? 


There is much unrest in religion at the present time. There 
has never been an age in the history of mankind when this 
subject was more discussed. The entire world is thinking in 
terms of religion. ‘There exists a chaotic condition that makes 
it difficult to know just how the tide will turn. 

There is a large party of Fundamentalists in the churches 
at the present time who know little and care less about prog- 
ress in religion. They seem perfectly happy and contented 
to drift with the tide and to accept everything that has been 
taught and make little or no investigation regarding the truth- 
fulness of the statements made. They belong to the party 
who believe that ‘“‘the faith once delivered to the saints’ is 
sufficient and that research and scholarship are bent on destroy- 
ing all good principles. Their interpretations regarding reli- 
gion and life are antiquated and according to sixteenth cen- 
tury ideals instead of in agreement with the scholarship of the 
twentieth century. 

If religion is to survive and continue to be a powerful in- 
fluence for good, its teachers must heartily agree with findings 
of science and the discoveries made by investigators. It is 
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unreasonable that men should be progressive in art, science, 
literature and in every other line of human effort and endeavor 
and at the same time remain static in religious interpretations 
of life. Religion must be alert to accept the new and more 
beautiful and consistent ideals of the present age or die. 

Much of the present controversy is centered around the 
Bible. It is contended by the strictly orthodox people that 
the Bible is inerrent and infallible, that it is a perfect piece 
of literature without fault of any character, and is the word of 
God. ‘This interpretation is insisted upon, and those who 
dissent are branded as heretics, infidels and skeptics. 

It is a well recognized fact among scholars that while the 
Bible contains many beautiful stories and is in many respects 
a wonderful piece of literature, that it is not inerrent or infal- 
lible and is not more inspired than any other good book. God 
had no more to do with directing the authorship of the Bible 
than He did with writing the Essays of Emerson or Bacon. 
Men wrote as they thought and wrote what they believed 
instead of having God to stand directly over them and place 
in their minds the complete sentences and thoughts they wrote 
into their books. 

The doctrine of inerrency, infallibility and divine inspiration 
of the Bible make more unbelievers than anything else at the 
present time. Thoughtful men will not believe that God 
divinely inspired writers to write scientific blunders, historical 
inaccuracies and vile stories. ‘The Bible contains many such 
mistakes that do not correspond with science or history, and to 
insist that high school students and young people in college 
shall accept as inerrent stories that cannot possibly be true is 
to cause the Bible to be disrespected and regarded as mythical 
and more of a fable than a wholesome literature. 

Such stories as Jonah and the whale, Balaam’s ass speak- 


Is the Bible More Inspired Than Other Books? 11 


ing, the entire world being destroyed by a flood, the sun stand- 
ing still at the command of Joshua, the world being created in 
six days of twenty four hours each are rank follies and not 
consistent with reason and can do nothing except to place the 
Bible on par with the stories written in books of fables. Such 
stories make the Bible unbelievable and alienate men from it 
who otherwise would accept ihe good and beautiful that it 
contains. ‘The doctrine of verbal inspiration and inerrency 
are the rankest heresies of the present age and do more to 
make infidelity and unbelief than can emanate from any other 
source. 

The Bible is a very human document and came into exist- 
ence like any other book. It was more than sixteen centuries 
in being written and has been translated and retranslated and 
added to and taken from until it is uncertain whether we have 
much of the original book or not. It is impossible that the 
translations could be perfectly correct, when it is taken into 
consideration that such translations have been made from the 
Hebrew, Greek, Aramaic and other languages and then trans- 
_ lated and retranslated into more modern languages. That 
such could be done and no blunders made is an absolute impos- 
sibility. It is hardly possible today to find two students of 
the Latin who can make a translation that is in perfect agree- 
ment and harmony with each other. Every student of Hebrew 
knows that the original Hebrew language was written with 
consonants only, no vowels being used, and that it is a most 
difficult task to make a translation free from errors. This is 
the manner in which the Bible came to the world, and it is not 
to be wondered at that mistakes have occurred and that the 
book is not perfect in any respect. The sooner the churches 
recognize this fact and refrain from teaching untruths about 
the Bible the better it will be for everybody concerned. Unless 
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teachers of religion become more reasonable and _ tolerant 
toward scholarship, the Bible is destined to be disregarded 
altogether, and the fault will not lie with liberals and modern- 
ists, but with the straight-laced orthodox who insist upon ver- 
bal inspiration. 

It will not damage the beautiful stories of the Bible to 
acknowledge that some books contained in it and some stories 
are unwholesome and unfit to be read in public. In fact, such 
acknowledgment will enhance the value of the good features 
and make the book more readable and consistent. It is a well 
known fact that the Bible contains many smutty stories that 
would not be permitted to be transmitted through the United 
States mail if they were written in any other book or in a cur- 
rent magazine. 

We hear too much of the idea today, “Accept all the Bible 
or none. It is all true or none of it is true.” This doctrine is 
not consistent. It is much better to say accept all that seems 
reasonable and reject the inconsistent and unreasonable. Sal- 
vation does not depend upon believing the entire Bible any 
more than scholarship depends upon being able to appreciate 
all the poems of Whittier, Lowell, or Longfellow. 

The rational student today cannot consistently accept what 
he conscientiously knows is untrue. ‘To do so is to become a 
hypocrite. Intellectual dishonesty is the meanest form of 
hypocrisy. Wry sain 

The rank and file of educated ministers are aware that the 
Bible is not more inspired than other books and that it is not 
more inerrent than Shakespeare, Dickens, Cooper, Dante, 
Milton or any other author, but because of fear of censure, 
criticism or the loss of position remain silent and permit their 
congregations to remain in ignorance. This sort of thing is 
breaking down religion and the churches. The day has arrived 


Is the Bible More Inspired Than Other Books? 13 


when teachers should be fearless and should teach known 
truth. Unless such is done in the near future, multitudes of 
the best men and women will be alienated from the church. 
The time is rapidly approaching when young people who have 
been away to university and learned something about history, 
geology, biology and allied science will not return home and 
listen to their minister teach from the pulpit ideas that do not 
correspond with facts learned in the class-room. ‘The crux of 
the whole question lies in the ability of the minister to adapt 
himself to the growing world in which he lives. ‘The pulpit 
cannot consistently teach views that are opposed to the best 
scholarship of the day and anticipate that it will be able to 
succeed. Religion must conform to known facts in science, 
literature, and art. Therefore the Bible should be studied 
critically and analytically like any other literature and should 
not be regarded more sacred than any other good book. Its 
defects and errors should be noted and eliminated and its beau- 
ties preserved and reverenced. It is only one among many 
books and should be held in no higher regard and esteem than 
the best found in good literature from whatever source it may 
have emanated. 

The Bible is filled with more superstitions than any other 
book of like character, but this is not to be wondered at, 
because it relates a history of people emerging from darkness 
‘and ignorance, and its writers accepted the traditions and 
superstitions without question. The thing to be wondered at 
today is that seemingly intelligent people will insist upon the 
acceptance of the book in its entirety. That the Bible has 
done much harm no serious and honest mind will doubt. It 
has taught and sanctioned some of the grossest immoralities 
ever countenanced in the history of mankind. Many of the 
greatest characters of the Bible were immoral men of the 
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rankest type and often today are held up as beautiful examples 
of righteousness. Who can read the story of Ruth and Boaz 
and not shudder at its immoral character? ‘The story of Lot 
and his daughters is worse than anything written in a dime novel. 
It is unfit to be read by any decent young woman and yet we 
are informed that the Bible is a perfect book and ought to be 
read and taught in our public schools. If Solomon, David, 
Abraham, Lot and many other Bible characters were in the 
United States today the very people who tell us that the Bible 
is a perfect and inerrent book would seek measures to place 
these characters in the state prison and seek to prevent a book 
relating such stories from going through the mail. If such 
immoral stories were written in any magazine it would be the 
hue and cry of reformers to stop the publication of such inde- 
_ cent and obscene literature, but inasmuch as it is in the Bible 
and the book is regarded as infallible and sacred we are 
informed that it is wicked and sinful to dissent or say a word 
against such immoralities. 

The literal interpretation of the Bible has been responsible 
for more misery and suffering than the teaching of any other 
book ever printed. Slavery has been proven by the Bible and 
witchcraft is taught in it. It says, “Thou shalt not suffer a 
witch to live.” ‘This passage has been responsible for untold 
misery and resulted in hundreds of deaths of innocent people. 
Certain persons were given specific authority to sell spoiled 
meat to strangers, but they were cautioned not to eat it them- 
selves. Such gross dishonesties and superstitions have a ten- 
dency to bring this book into disrepute and is not an argument 
for its infallibility or inspiration, but has a disposition to drive 
the thoughtful person to seek good and wholesome literature 
from some other source. 

The Bible should be subject to the same character of criti- 
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cism as any other book is. It is not more sacred and should 
not be reverenced more than the good that is found in multi- 
tudes of other good books, and many of which are purer and 
more wholesome and contain higher and loftier inspirations 
and finer conceptions of righteousness, justice and mercy. It 
is not the intention of Higher Criticism and modernism to 
destroy the good features of the Bible, but to destroy error 
and superstition relating to it and to bring to the world a 
rational interpretation of its truths consistent with modern 
ideals and the best that present day scholarship can offer. 

Ii the Bible is ever destroyed it will be consummated by 
those who have regarded themselves as its best friends. We 
are living in an age when men will no longer readily accede to 
the unreasonable in religion without a protest. Multitudes are 
rising up today who demand that religion shall become rational 
in its interpretations of life, justice, equity and righteousness. 
The day of the antiquated in religion and Biblical interpreta- 
tions is about to hear their death knell sounded. It is quite 
apparent that there has never been a time in the history of 
the world when more thoughtful people were seriously con- 
sidering this question than today, and unless the churches and 
their ministers are willing to fall into line with the ongoing 
tide of progressiveness they are destined to fall and be sup- 
planted by some other organization that will countenance and 
encourage the spirit of progress being manifested in every- 
thing else along the lines of education and science. It is 
hardly possible that a book written hundreds of years ago 
could be made to fit into the complexity of social, economic, 
educational and religious questions confronting the world for 
solution in this present age, and that without any change in 
interpretation. It has been necessary to rewrite constitutions 
and revise various statutes in order to meet the problems of the 
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present time. The best ideas and the highest ideals often are 
outgrown and need to be revised or entirely eliminated in order 
to fit into present society. This is indicative of progress and 
is as it should be. To believe that men ages ago could write 
a book that would meet all the problems of the present time 
is quite impossible and not in accord with the nature of things. 
The Bible, no doubt, answered the purposes and met the 
requirements for the people in the time when it was written, 
but it must be taken into consideration that the mind and 
knowledge of man has passed through successive stages of 
growth and development and that what was good for men 
generations ago may not be the best for people living today. 

Mere faith is no longer considered sufficient reason for 
‘belief. Belief must be founded upon facts and facts must be 
substantiated by evidence and proof. Belief without evidence 
is irrational. It takes little courage to believe, but it takes 
much courage to say, I doubt. Belief without reason is a 
crime against intelligence. We are not living in a believing 
age. Weare living in an age of doubt and it is good that such 
is the case. Doubt has always been the stimulus to investiga- 
tion. Men make progress not by mere belief, but by their 
doubts and their endeavors to substantiate what has been 
taught as true. There is little hope for the person who be- 
lieves a thing merely because it has been taught as a fact, 
but there is hope and encouragement for the individual who 
doubts and then sets out with a free mind to discover the 
truth or falsity of any proposition brought before him for 
consideration. ‘This principle holds good in the study of the 
Bible; some of it is true and other portions are false. It is not 
sinful to try to ascertain what is true and what is false. Men 
should be commended for their desire to find out the facts. 
It is not wicked to doubt the authenticity of the Bible. In 
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fact, such doubt is a sign of intelligence and manifests ability 
to analyze a subject and think it out carefully and arrive at 
fair conclusions that correspond with the true status of affairs. 

If the church is to survive it must not prevent honest doubt. 
It must not curtail and circumscribe men in their investiga- 
tions, but should encourage every effort to discover the truth. 
If the Bible falls and the church falls because truths are dis- 
covered that discount their infallibility and inerrency, let them 
fall. Any institution that cannot withstand the searchlight of 
scientific investigation and that seeks to prevent the truth 
from being taught because it has something contrary to say 
or because it does not correspond with the threadbare and 
antiquated doctrines taught by centuries and are rooted and 
grounded in traditionalism and superstition and have nothing 
more substantial to offer than blind faith, have no right to live 
and the world would be better without such institutions. 

Ministers are directly responsible for the controversy exist- 
ing between Liberalism and Fundamentalism today. Scien- 
tists do not seek to destroy the Bible, religion or the church, 
but they seek to bring to the world information that is reliable 
about the formation of the earth and the birth of man. The 
book of Genesis is contrary to the natural order of things. 
The first few chapters of that book are an outrage against 
intelligence. It could not have been written for a man who 
had any scientific knowledge. It is contrary to natural law, 
and no reputable scientist can afford to acknowledge that this 
book is true. 

The literal interpretation of the Bible would have us believe 
that God created the world in six days of twenty four hours 
each. There are multitudes of people today who actually 
believe this to be a fact. There is no evidence to substantiate 
such belief. The Hebrew word “Yom” for day cannot be 
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made to mean anything but long epochs of indefinite time, 
perhaps of millions of years duration. This is the evolution- 
ary theory that has created such strife and hatred in these 
days, but it is far more reasonable to believe that this world 
was gradually evolved into what we see it today than it is to 
believe that it was almost instantaneously spoken into exist- 
‘ence by Almighty God. The various strata of the earth 
prove conclusively that it was a long time in forming. Layer 
upon layer show different formations and contain the remains 
of fossilized animals, showing that the process was an unfold- 
ment rather than an immediate creation. This does not rule 
Cod out as anti-evolutionists assert, but instead makes a 
greater and better God. Scientific investigators do not seek 
the destruction of God, but seek to find a God who obeys his 
own laws, rather than to be the first to transgress them. Evo- 
lution, therefore, is not contrary to the law of God, but is the 
law of God and the portrayal of the manner in which He did 
His work. Evolution is not anti-religious, but is sanely reli- 
gious. If the teaching of Evolution is barred from high schools 
and colleges it means that biology, anthropology, comparative 
anatomy, embryology, and many other allied sciences cannot 
be taught. This means that the wheels of progress will be 
turned back and investigations cannot be carried on. The col- 
leges might as well be closed as to curtail and prevent teachers 
from telling the truth. Legislation against the teaching of 
science is the rankest fraud ever perpetrated on an unsuspect- 
ing public. It can be advocated by none except those who 
either have not had an opportunity to find out the facts in the 
case or those who deliberately set out to destroy education and 
prevent future progress. It is high time that people who 
believe in progress and science arouse themselves from their 
lethargy and assert their rights for freedom and liberty. 


Is the Bible More Inspired Than Other Books? 19 


If the Bible story related in the book of Genesis is true, it is 
necessary to believe that man once occupied a position in the 
civilized scale that far eclipses anything we know at the present. 
But this is blind faith again manifesting itself and making its 
influence felt. When were men ever greater and better than 
they are today? When were they ever more highly developed 
and civilized than at the present time? When and where did 
this Golden Age exist? There is nothing in the Bible or secu- 
lar history to justify the belief that man ever was better than 
he is now, and there is no evidence that any higher civilization 
ever existed, but there is much to disprove the idea that per- 
fection ever existed. As we look back over the stages of devel- 
opment through which man has come up to his present high 
degree of civilization, we see him gradually emerging from a 
beginning that was not much better than animals of the lowest 
form occupied. In fact, he is classified as an animal. He 
lived like the animals and grew and developed in the same 
manner. His wants and desires were not greater than the 
desire for food, a shelter in a cave and the gratification of sexual 
passion, but he developed into a creature that learned to think, 
to have ambition and inventive genius. In his beginning his 
work was of the crudest nature, but each successive stage shows 
a little improvement until he reaches the twentieth century, 
the most highly cultured and civilized age in which mankind 
has ever lived, and he has not yet reached the zenith of his 
perfections. A better age will come and man will be able to 
accomplish more than we have ability to imagine. He has 
only started up the scale to larger and better achievements. - 

But the Bible teaches that man has fallen, that he sinned 
and was ostracized from the beautiful Garden of Eden and 
that the sin of Adam and Eve is marked on every human being, 
that all nature has felt the effect of this transgression. What 
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an outrageous crime such a doctrine is against a God of love, 
goodness and mercy! How preposterous it is to believe that 
your beautiful children are born into sin because the Bible 
tells us a long time ago that some folks fell from original 
righteousness! ‘This doctrine is a mere superstition and has no 
weight or authority and carries with it no respect for God or 
man. Man is not prone to evil and evil only as the sparks 
fly upward. If such persons as Adam and Eve ever lived, 
their sin has no effect on the children of today. Your children 
are born as good and wholesome as you permit them to be and 
if they become wicked and vicious it is unfair to charge it to 
their foreparents. This doctrine makes God vicious and a 
tyrant. It makes Him a failure. 

If man ever did fall, he did not fall downward; but fell up 
to the higher and better things that his developing intelligence 
told him existed all along the pathway of progress. 

The Bible is filled with antiquated doctrines about sin and 
righteousness; atonement and redemption. Writers in the 
Bible charge sin to our first parents. God made them and 
they were perfect, but they sinned and He then grew angry 
and destroyed the entire world with a flood, but promised a 
‘ special Saviour who would atone for the sin committed by 
Adam and his wife. ‘Then people looked forward with expect- 
ancy and anticipation of great joy to the time when this Sav- 
iour would make this advent into the world, and then Jesus 
came in the form of a little baby, immaculately conceived by 
the Holy Ghost. Another transgression of divine and natural 
law, if the story of the immaculate conception is to be accepted 
as genuine. The Bible has God to do things and then delib- 
erately turn around and undo what he has accomplished. He 
makes laws and then transgresses them. The entire story of 
sin and redemption as related in the Bible story is not philo- 
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sophical and will not stand up under investigation. It makes 
God contradict Himself, and He becomes the same kind of a 
changeable creature as the men who made Him. The entire 
story sounds mythical and reads like a fairy tale instead of a 
great religious drama with the intention of making men have a 
higher and better conception of the Creator of all things. 

The story of the redeeming power of Jesus Christ is as 
‘illogical and as unworthy as any other story in the Bible. To 
believe that God deliberately sent Jesus into the world to atone 
for the sin committed by Adam is a travesty against justice 
and a diatribe against a God of goodness. What kind of a 
God requires the shedding of blood for the remission of sins? 
Is God a tyrant and a monster that life must be sacrificed to 
appease His wrath? Must human blood be spilled to pay 
for the penalty of sin and does God require this in order that 
justice may be done? 

If the crucifixion of Jesus was necessary and was a plan of 
God as orthodox Fundamentalists teach, then it was necessary 
for some one to bring it about. If God required it and sent 
Jesus into the world to spill his blood to redeem humanity, why 
do preachers condemn Judas and Pilate for having done the 
very thing that God planned? It is quite often that we hear 
ministers of the Gospel tell about the wonderful plan God 
executed for the redemption of all men, how it was necessary 
for Jesus to die, how that without the shedding of blood there 
is no remission of sins, and then in the very next breath they 
severely criticise and condemn those who brought about the 
plan they say God made. If it was necessary for Jesus to die 
it was essential for some person to bring it about. If this was 
the plan of God, the names of Judas and Pilate ought to be 
written in golden letters and placed over every church altar. 
Their statues should be placed at the entrance of every house 
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of worship, and their names placed in the Hall of Fame and 
instead of being denounced they should be eulogized and 
sainted. 

It is sacrilegious to assert that Jesus died for the sins of the 
world; that his death saved anybody. He did not die to save 
the world and his death has not saved the world. ‘The world 
would have been just as well off if Jesus had not died. In fact, 
the Christian church would be better without this bloody story. 
‘The story is not beautiful, and it ought to make every Chris- 
tian hang his head in shame to realize that his church teaches 
that this death was essential and was a plan of God. How 
can any Christian look upon the cross with any degree of pride? 
Would it not have been far better for Jesus to have remained 
on the earth and carried out the work he was doing so well? 
Would not his life have meant more than his death? Would 
it not have been better if he could have remained a teacher 
until he reached his three-score years and ten than to have 
him pass off the stage of action when he was a very young 
man? 

The churches should not be so much interested in teaching 
unreasonable doctrines about Jesus as they should be in putting 
into practice the great truths he taught. That Jesus was a 
great teacher, a reformer, a revolutionist no one can seriously 
doubt, but that he was God walking around in the world is 
questionable. He was not deity, but divine. Deity and 
divinity must not be confused. 

All the way through the Bible God is a tyrant. He tells 
men to go and slay utterly and to spare not. He destroys 
entire cities and sends plagues, rains fire upon his own children, 
sanctions war and bloodshed, devastation and destruction. He 
has a favorite people and blesses them to the exclusion of 
others. He is represented as possessing all the characteristics 
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and attributes of a human being. In fact, there are people 
today who believe in a God of this character. They imagine 
that he is the author of earthquakes, cyclones, floods, hail, 
rain and numerous catastrophies that occur. Some years ago 
a minister of a large church preached that God was directly 
responsible for the sinking of the Titanic because of the wick- 
edness on board that vessel. Only recently several ministers, 
some of them pastors of large and influential churches, declared 
that God sent a hurricane and destroyed parts of the beautiful 
State of Florida because of sin in Miami and other cities. 
When San Francisco was destroyed by an earthquake, ministers 
all over the country declared that God was responsible for it 
and that it was sent as a punishment for wickedness. Funda- 
mentalist ministers who believe in the Bible and its inerrency 
and infallibility can hardly be blamed for making statements 
of this character. The Bible teaches such doctrines and it is 
natural for those who believe every word of it and accept its 
verbal inspiration to think that there is a God who will mani- 
fest Himself in identically the same manner as writers of the 
Bible pictured Him as acting a long time ago. 

Much of the Bible is mythical and much traditional. There 
is not a miracle in the Old or New Testament that cannot be 
explained by natural phenomena. There is no miracle in the 
Bible that cannot be duplicated by science. Jesus did nothing 
that cannot be done today. The question is a matter of inter- 
pretation. If it is interpreted from a literal standpoint it is 
necessary to accept its teaching in that manner, but if it is 
looked at in a scientific and logical manner many of its 
mysteries will be dispelled. 

An anthropomorphic God with all the characteristics of a 
man is not the best God to worship, but this is the picture 
given of the God of the Bible. It is not satisfying to the 
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average person and such a God is certain to be lost to the world, 
and the sooner the better. Men are searching for a God of 
goodness, love and mercy and if they cannot find him they will 
cease to worship. 

The God found in beauty; in nature among the birds and 
trees, the flowers and plants, in the beauty of the landscape, 
the majesty of the mountains, the kindliness of men and women 
is satisfying and worth seeking and worthy of worship. 

There is no evidence that the Bible is more inspired than 
any other literature. Emerson, Whittier, Holmes, Longfellow, 
and many other great writers were more inspired than Moses, 
David, Paul, John, or Peter, and their productions have 
brought more benefit to mankind and are more wholesome and 
beautiful. 


CHAPTER II 
IS THERE A HELL AND A DEVIL? 


Another mythical and traditional doctrine contained in the 
Bible is concerning the question of hell and the devil. There 
is no question about this teaching if the Bible is to be under- 
stood or interpreted from a literal standpoint. Fundamen- 
talists are correct in their statements that the Bible does teach 
the existence of a heli and a personal devil. If the English 
version is read and no interpretation given it then we might as 
well admit that both exist. 

But it is not necessary to admit that the English version is 
always correct or that the correct meaning of a passage is 
brought out in this translation. Many words translated in 
the English language cannot be made to have the same mean- 
ing as is found in the original Greek or Hebrew and in inter- 
preting the Bible this must be taken into consideration. ‘The 
various languages have various shades of meaning that cannot 
be brought out in an English translation. This fact is appar- 
ent even to those who have only studied modern languages, but 
it seems to be more apparent in the translation of ancient 
languages. 

Another thing to be considered is that many translators 
were not exceedingly careful to give certain words the shade 
of meaning that they deserved, but in some instances it seems 
that they sought to justify some pet doctrine that made a 
personal appeal to them and thus the translation has been 
clouded with doubt and often without definite and positive 
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meaning. This is manifestly true in many instances in the 
translation of the word hell and devil. If the true meaning 
had been given in the translation the doctrine of hell as a place 
of everlasting punishment never would have been taught and 
a personal devil going up and down the earth seeking whom 
he might devour would not have been believed in. But this 
was not done. Perhaps there was a purpose in clouding the 
translation. No doubt the translators believed what many 
people do today, that it would never do to take away the 
idea of future punishment. ‘There are many people who do not 
personally believe in this doctrine, but do think that it should 
remain as a scarecrow to act as a deterrent and prevent some 
persons from plunging headlong into wickedness. It is very 
doubtful whether the fear of hell ever prevented any one from 
doing any wrong deed. ‘The electric chair and the gallows do 
not prevent murder or the commission of other crimes. Crime 
has not increased where the death penalty has been abolished, 
and the world would be far better off if it were entirely abol- 
ished in every country. 

Therefore the fear of hell can have nothing to do with the 
commission or omission of sin. In the heat of passion men 
will act insanely and without reason and do what under a 
thoughtful moment could not happen. They will act without 
taking into consideration what the consequences may lead to 
or the results may be. 

The idea of hell is a traditional one. No one can prove the 
existence of such a place. Neither is it possible to prove the 
existence of another life in the manner that we prove a mathe- 
matical problem. The question is very conjectural. The 
majority of people have faith to believe in a future existence 
beyond this life, but faith and hope do not prove anything. It 
has been said that life would not ‘be worth living if another 
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world did not exist, but this statement is too strong. Life 
would be worth while if nothing existed at the end of the 
journey. The majority of people get real joy out of living. 
It is true that some do not because they make their hell on 
earth and no future punishment would be justifiable in their 
case, but the rank and file of men and women find many beau- 
tiful blessings as they toil, and if there is no future reward 
their living has resulted in making the world better. 

We would fare far better in this life if we could forget about 
ia future. It is not worth while to live if the only thing we are 
to do is try to get to heaven and avoid hell. If the idea of 
future rewards serve as an incentive for righteous living it 
would be well if they were eliminated. 

About three hundred years before Christ, the Hebrew Scrip- 
tures were translated at Alexandria, Egypt, into Greek. This 
was no doubt done to accommodate the Greek Jews and those 
of other nationalities unacquainted with the Hebrew. ‘This 
ancient Greek translation is called the Septuagint. The Greek 
.word in the Septuagint corresponding to the Hebrew word 
Sheol is Hades. Sheol signifies the grave in the Hebrew and 
Hades signifies the grave in the Greek. It is admitted by all 
scholars that Sheol should always be translated grave. This 
word is used something like sixty-four times in the Bible and 
thirty-two times it has been translated grave. Hades corre- 
sponding to Sheol is used eleven times and means the grave. 
Just why this discrepancy in translation no one is able to say. 
It must be due to a misunderstanding of words or carelessness 
in translating, or it may be that the translators felt that man- 
kind needed a hell. 

Paul, one of the greatest scholars of Bible time, and the 
author of fourteen books never wrote the word Gehenna or 
Tartarus, and he used the word Hades but once, and in this 
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Instance the translators rendered it grave. It is hardly possi- 
ble that a great teacher like Paul, and one of the greatest 
Christian scholars of his day, would have omitted to use this 
word if he had believed there was such a place as a hell of fire 
and brimstone. He said, “I have not shunned to declare unto 
you all the counsel of God.” 

The word Gehenna is never used except in association with 
the Jews. This word occurs eleven times in the Bible and its 
meaning was thoroughly understood by the Jewish people. It 
had reference to the Valley of Hinnom, near Jerusalem, and 
every Jew comprehended its import. Near Hinnom was a sort 
of cess-pool where all kinds of garbage and rubbish from the 
city was burned. It is said that a constant fire was kept 
ablaze. It was from this source that a place of future and 
eternal punishment originated. No one was ever punished as 
far as is known at this place, and the Jews thought of it as a 
place of purification and cleansing. Saint Origin, a great 
scholar of his day, made a thorough study of this question, 
and after thorough investigation came to this conclusion. He 
held the idea that the thought of future and eternal punish- 
ment was entirely metaphorical. It is a well established fact 
that when properly rendered and understood that the words 
Gehenna and Hades can never be made to mean everlasting 
punishment and have no significance as indicating a place of 
fire and brimstone. Canon Farrar was right in his conclusion 
that the word hell in its present form or rather the acceptation 
of its modern meaning ought not to remain in the Bible. Doc- 
tor Campbell said, ““Hades, in my judgment, ought never, in 
Scripture, to be rendered hell.” A few hundred years ago 
our word hell did not mean in the Bible what our present day 
version tries to make it mean. Then it meant something cov- 
ered, concealed, covered over. 
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It is hardly possible to find a great scholar today who 
believes in a hell of fire and brimstone. It would be possible 
to go on with quotation after quotation from eminent authori- 
ties asserting that words have been colored and mistranslated 
in order to give hell its modern meaning in the English trans- 
lation of the Bible. There can be no justification for so trans- 
lating the word and perhaps the only reason for it is that some 
people imagine that such a deterrent is essential. It is wicked 
to hold men in such ignorance and superstition. The truth 
ought to be published if it abolishes both heaven and hell. 
There can be no justification for not giving reliable informa- 
tion about any question. 

I have been a minister of the Gospel for twenty eight years, 
and during that period have associated with people of all 
classes and often preached funeral sermons, but I have never 
found a family or a person who believed in a hell fot their own. 
They want it for the other fellow, but never for self or their 
family. ‘The fact is that when this question is approached in 
a serious and reasonable fashion the majority of people are 
Universalists .in belief. They believe in the universal good- 
ness of God and His universal saving power. Ministers of 
the Gospel who preach hell to their congregations with the idea 
that it is generally believed or accepted are seriously mistaken. 
It is surprising how many pulpits believe or at least teach a 
regular old fashioned hell of fire and brimstone. Recently, I 
received a letter from a minister who suggested that I strike a 
match and hold it close to my nose that I might know the kind 
of place I was headed toward. During my series of lectures on 
this subject, I have received numerous letters of this character 
and the majority of them were from ministers. It seems that 
the ministry today have an idea that if hell were eliminated 
they would lose their congregations. It is too bad that the 
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leaders and teachers of religion would act so dishonestly and 
endeavor to hold the world in a state of bondage and subjection, | 
but this has always been true of religious leaders and the evil 
cannot be cured until the people rise up in rebellion and 
demand that the truth shall be preached and the pulpit become 
honest. If honesty is demanded and required anywhere it 
should be exemplified in the pulpit. Many ministers in private 
conversation confess that they do not believe the antiquated 
doctrines taught in the Bible and by creeds and confessions of 
faith, but they are such intellectual cowards that they are afraid 
to make this admission in public. Until the pulpit rouses itself 
from its lethargy and fear, the church cannot hope to gather 
into its folds the large numbers who have lost faith in it and 
refuse to attend its services. Whenever a reasonable gospel is 
preached that corresponds with history and science, people 
will rally to the support of the church, and not until then can 
the church anticipate hearty co-operation from thinking people 
who believe that the church is backward in education and 
desires to hold in check progress. 

The only hell that exists in this or any other world is man- 
made. ‘The only devil that exists anywhere is a man-made 
devil, created for the purpose of holding men in a state of fear 
and bondage. Hell does not make Christians; it makes here- 
tics and rebels and shuts men out of the kingdom of God. 
Liberal religion has no need for hell and the doctrines of ever- 
lasting punishment are an outrage against God. In fact, 
orthodoxy pictures God as a tyrant. If God is guilty of all 
the charges made against Him in the Bible, He is worse than 
Nero, who murdered his mother, set fire to the Roman capitol 
and brought to an untimely grave hundreds of innocent chil- 
dren and women. To think of a God of love and goodness 
deliberately preparing a place of everlasting punishment for 
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His own children makes Him a monster unworthy of worship 
and reverence. We think of the goodness of God as far sur- 
passing any act possible by a human being, but if God would 
punish one of his own forever and forever He is worse than 
the worst tyrant the world ever knew. 

It has been asked, “If there is no hell, why be Christian? 
Why endeavor to follow the path of rectitude and righteous- 
ness?” It appears that the Fundamentalist idea is to gain 
heaven and avoid hell. The gist of the majority of evangelis- 
tic sermons is, ‘‘Prepare to die, get ready for the future, save 
thy precious immortal soul.” If you ask what this means, the 
reply will be, “Save thy soul from hell and for heaven.” ‘The 
fact is that the doctrine of hell never did make a Christian; 
never did save a soul. To instill fear into the human soul is 
not to make it good. 

It has been stated that if the doctrine of hell were eliminated 
from theology that men and women would lose their faith and 
their respect for religion and would not unite with the church, 
but this statement is not correct. The doctrine of hell keeps 
people out of the church and prevents them from attending it. 
Men and women who become real Christians do not do so because 
of the fear of punishment or the hope of reward. They unite 
with the church because such action places them in a better 
position to render efficient service to the world and do not 
think of future rewards or punishments. One who becomes a 
Christian merely to avoid hell and gain heaven does not become 
Christian at all. If there is no higher motive than this attached 
to the action then it is unworthy. Those who become genuine 
Christians do not do so to gain heaven or avoid punishment, 
but do so because they want their lives to measure up to the 
highest possible standard of righteousness without taking into 
consideration the hope of reward. People unite with the 
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church because it usually throws them into a society of good 
people where cheerfulness and happiness are real worth-while 
assets. 

Liberal religion does not have a hell to send people to who 
may dissent from the regular order of things or who cannot 
subscribe to a creed or confession of faith. ‘The liberal church 
permits conscience to be the guide and does not dictate what 
shall be believed. In the liberal church every one is free to 
accept all he can conscientiously believe and to reject all that 
does not appeal to him. He is not required to subscribe to a 
dead dogma, an outgrown creed, or believe unreasonable 
stories of lust and crime and debauchery related in an inerrent 
Bible. He can believe or disbelieve as he pleases to do and 
is not embarrassed by being called an infidel, agnostic or athe- 
ist, but is recognized as a brother who is endeavoring by a good 
life and efficient service to make this a better world in which 
to live. He serves not because he must, but because he wills 
to do so and gets joy out of going about doing good. He 
fears no future, but believes that every good act has its reward 
in this life. His religion is one of gentleness, kindliness, 
charity, good cheer, toleration and right living. He is not 
concerned about belief, but is interested in action. 

The devil has been pictured as a being with a human form, 
having horns and hoofs and a forked tail and with a spear in 
his hand with which to prod sinners into the angry flames of 
a lake of fire and brimstone. Such a representation of a per- 
sonal devil is purely a mythology created in the imagination 
of superstitious men, but this is not the worst devil of which 
man knows. The devil of which the entire world needs to 
stand in fear is superstition, intolerance, ignorance, intellectual 
bondage, traditionalism, ceremonialism and the inconsistent and 
irrational doctrines advocated by orthodoxy. No hell or devil 
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can do more to prevent progress. As long as superstition 
reigns so supremely, little progress may be expected in religious 
circles. ‘The doctrine of hell and future everlasting punish- 
ment can exist for no other reason except to hold humanity in 
a state of fear. 

Fear is hell. Fear and superstition are twin brothers. They 
are inseparable companions whose presence cowes one down 
and hypnotizes the will to act intelligently and courageously, 
paralyzes initiative, causes abnormal and irrational obsessions 
to govern the soul, circumscribe and prevent investigations 
and candid and honest expressions of opinion. ‘The fear com- 
plex in religion has been so thoroughly inculcated in the mind 
of the human race and so genuinely indoctrinated by theology 
that men and women are afraid to leave beaten paths, express 
disregard for conventional ideas, to sail out upon open seas of 
knowledge and information with free minds to make new dis- 
coveries of happiness and faith that lead away from these 
monstrosities that shipwreck lives. 

Fear is an irrational counterfeit that brings more misery and 
unhappiness to the world than any other psychological com- 
plex. It causes unhappiness in religion, uncongeniality in 
the home, unfits one to do his best in business, prevents stu- 
dents from venturing out into richer fields of wisdom and 
holds in check future progress and success. Multitudes of 
people would be eminently successful today if they were not 
held in the grasp of the fear complex for which their fore- 
fathers and religious teachers are directly responsible. ‘To be 
guilty of impregnating the mind of a child with the fear com- 
plex is the meanest crime against society. No disease is worse 
than to be afflicted with the idea of fear. It is the cause of 
more mental wrecks than any one can imagine. Many nerv- 
ous diseases can be traced directly to some fear complex that 
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originated in the mind of a maturing child and it grew in such 
intensity that he could not escape from its influence. To teach 
a child the fear of goblins, God, the devil or hell is to do him 
an irreparable injury and place in his mind a complex that 
will hold him in its domination and prevent normal action in 
thought, word and deed and feeling. It is impossible to act 
normally when one is dominated by fear of any character. 

Psychologists and religious teachers could do nothing that 
would be so beneficial to society as to bring about the absolute 
elimination of fear in the mind of children, because it is ab- 
normal. Courage is normal. Fear is an inherited character- 
istic bequeathed to children by superstitious parents. A child 
would not be afraid in the dark or fear anything if parents or 
teachers did not teach it to them. ‘Therefore the hope of the 
future lies in cultivating boys and girls, who are to be the 
future parents and rulers, to be afraid of nothing but to do 
wrong. 

Every suggestion has high value in either making or unmak- 
ing an individual. An adverse suggestion of fear given to a 
‘young person discounting his ability to succeed instills into 
his mind the fear complex that will characterize his actions 
during an entire lifetime. The teacher who tells his pupil 
that he is dull and never will amount to anything does more 
to prevent the success of that child than all other influences 
combined. ‘The suggestion that you have ability and talent, 
others have done it and you can, I have confidence in you, will 
do more to inculcate self-reliance, self-esteem and bring out 
native ability than all other influences in the world. 

We fear the conventionalities, formalities and customs of 
society and religion. Like ghosts they stalk before us and 
prevent the finest expressions of thought, the highest manifes- 
tations of the self within. One cannot exemplify the God and 
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divinity within except through genuine candor and frankness. 
Anything with a tendency to suppress honest convictions of 
the soul is the worst devil in the world. No hell is worse than 
that which through fear suppresses and prevents the soul from 
manifesting the right to dissent from the conventional ideas of 
religion and society. 

To fearless and courageous souls who have left beaten paths 
to go out over trackless seas and explore the seemingly unfath- 
omable in science and religion we owe a debt of gratitude 
that can be paid in no other manner except to follow them and 
to determine to go beyond their proudest and most momentous 
undertakings and exploits. 

There has never been a time in the history of mankind when 
men and women of supreme courage were more needed than 
today. We need people with the courage of honest convictions, 
\who are unafraid of progress and who are willing to follow 
leadets to the larger and better developments that come 
through liberal teaching of religion. We need courage to 
stand behind the brave men who are doing their utmost to stem 
the tide against medievalism, and should guarantee our hearty 
support in every measure that will lift the world above the 
encroachment of the dead and irrational dogmas of past ages. 
There are people everywhere who are thinking liberal thoughts 
in private who ought to be honest and courageous enough to 
come out in the open and express themselves publicly regard- 
ing religion and every other question that concerns the develop- 
ment and growth of mankind. Personally I have far more 
respect for the Fundamentalist who tells what he thinks than 
I do for the Liberalist who shuts his thoughts in his own mind 
and refuses to give them to the world. Mankind is entitled 
to the best that can be obtained, and no one -has a right to 
imprison his own thoughts. 
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Fear has no faith. It is the most skeptical thing in the 
world. It makes unbelief, creates doubt, and causes life to be 
static instead of dynamic. It is not a creative process. It is 
the greatest iconoclastic influence which man knows today. It 
permits the destruction of the noblest impulses without an 
attempt to preserve them. It stands by and watches slaughter 
and slander and numerous other crimes to be committed with- 
out uttering a word of protest. It is indeed high time that 
men who have convictions about religion and especially about 
the modernistic ideals of religion speak out and lend assistance 
to carrying on the program to supplant ignorance and super- 
stition. We need fearless teachers of religion who will tell 
the truth at all hazards. 

It matters little whether there is a heaven or a hell. What 
the world needs today is less hell on earth and more heaven 
now. The majority of people are more interested in the eternal 
present than they are in the eternal future. Religion could 
do very much more for society if it would be interested more 
in good homes, good schools and the betterment of social con- 
ditions in preparing children to enjoy the blessings of this 
life rather than spending so much time in getting them ready 
for a future life about which we can know nothing. It seems 
sacrilegious to talk about a heaven with gold paved streets, 
jasper walls and pearly gates when multiplied thousands here 
do not know what a good home is like. Making wise provi- 
sion for the needy and feeding hungry mouths will bring 
heaven to earth and make it less hell-like. Many in this 
world are getting more hell than they need and it is rank 
heresy to tell them about a place of everlasting punishment. 


CHAPTER III 
RELIGION AND SCIENCE 


The controversy regarding science and religion is running 
high at the present time. It appears that some people imagine 
that religion is going to be destroyed by the progressive move- 
ments of scientific thinkers. It should be realized that science 
does not desire to destroy rational religion or faith founded 
upon facts. Scientists are not irreligious, but the rank and 
file of them belong to church and work consistently and 
patiently to bring to the world the largest happiness and free- 
dom man is capable of enjoying. They seek to know the 
truth about every question and do not rely upon traditionalism 
or custom as a foundation of faith. It is not the belief of 
scientists that all of God’s revelations can be confined to one 
book or to a group of people who lived centuries ago and had 
little or no opportunity for discovering the truth about the 
many questions that are interesting and of vital consequence 
to the world at the present time. All that scientific investi- 
gators ask is that religion shall not interfere with progress. 
It is well known that science has never made a fight against 
religion in any form. It has only sought to expose error and 
superstition and bring to light truth. It makes one who be- 
lieves in religion hang his head in shame and humiliation that 
it cannot be truthfully asserted that religion has encouraged 
every effort to discover new ideas to make the world better. 
Organized religion has been the first to oppose new ideas and 
the last to accept them. The history of the past, as well as 
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the present, proves conclusively that theologians have always 
fought scientific investigation and research. Practically every 
new discovery has been laughed at, criticised and scorned by 
religion. Augustine, the great writer of the fourth century, 
held that if we assert that men live on the other side of the 
earth we would give the lie to the Holy Spirit and the Scrip- 
tures which give no such view of the round world. Columbus 
was vigorously opposed by the church leaders of his day who 
refuted his theories from Scripture, which implied a flat earth 
and the four corners thereof. Galileo was forced by the 
church to repent upon his knees and renounce his dangerous 
doctrine. When Copernicus discovered in 1543 that the sun 
was the center of our solar system that idea was an absolute 
contradiction to the theology of the day and John Calvin and 
Martin Luther both opposed the theory with all their power. 
Luther said, “People gave ear to an upstart astrologer who 
strove to show that the earth revolves, not the heavens or the 
firmament, the sun and the moon. Whoever wishes to appear 
clever must devise some new system, which of all systems is, 
of course, the best.”’ When Simpson advocated the use of 
chloroform in obstetrical cases certain religious people objected 
because they said it was contrary to the Biblical statement or 
penalty pronounced upon Eve for her transgression in the 
Garden of Eden, “In sorrow shalt thou bring forth thy chil- 
dren.” It seems that they would have preferred to have 
woman suffer the pains of death rather than to violate an 
inhuman Scriptural injunction. 

When lightning rods were first introduced, certain preachers 
objected to them because they said that such contrivances 
were an unwarranted interference with God’s lightning. ‘When 
God meant to hit a house or a person he meant to hit; let his 


will be done.” 
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Such examples could be multiplied many times, but it is 
useless to do so. There is little use of criticising the past 
when the present is little better. Wilbur Voliva, overseer of 
Zion City, Illinois, on February 1, 1922, said, “The sky is a 
vast dome of solid material from which the sun, moon and stars 
are hung like chandeliers from a ceiling. The edges of the 
dome,” he explained to the congregation at Shiloh Tabernacle, 
“rest on the wall which surrounds the flat earth. That is the 
plain teaching of the whole word of God. The firmament 
above our heads is a solid structure and the stars are points of 
light, that is all. They are not worlds, they are not suns. 
So-called science is a lot of silly rot. ‘The sun is a small body 
about 40 miles in diameter and located 3,000 miles from the 
‘earth, that is about as far as New York is from San Fran- 
cisco.” 

The Pasadena, California, Broadcaster says in an editorial: 
“When a teacher in the public schools or colleges talks evolu- 
tion, take him out and put him with this class that he claims 
to be the offspring of. Southern California has a number of 
fine zoos, and we believe as Dr. Riley; that it would be better 
to have them take away the eyes from the physical body of 
the children of today than to blind their spiritual eyes with 
such rot as is being taught over this land of ours today.” 

The King’s Business, published in Los Angeles, by the Bible 
Institute in denouncing a murderer, asks that the assassin be 
hanged and then goes on to attack highly educated scientists 
and modern ministers and professors in colleges and says that 
they are a thousand times more dangerous to our country and 
asks that justice be meted out to the criminals in schools and 
churches. 

A New Jersey minister is reported as saying: “We are not 
going to stop until we have driven every Modernist out of our 
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pulpits and seminaries and editorial chairs. We are going to 
put them out if it take our lives.” 

A church convention was addressed in Texas by a minister 
who said: “The higher schools are teaching blasphemous Bible 
undermining, God-denying, Christ-cursing and faith-robbing 
evolution.” The convention unanimously passed a resolution 
against evolution in schools and colleges. 

Fundamentalists are highly organized and have unlimited 
funds at their command to introduce bills in every Legislature 
to adopt the same kind of laws as have been adopted in Ten- 
nessee and other states. If such laws are adopted, it means 
that the wheels of progress in science will be turned backward 
and progress in religion and education given a death blow by 
ignorance, superstition and intolerance. 

Science asks for no legislative or restrictive measures of 
any character, but only wants to be free to continue to go for- 
ward toward the discovery of larger and better truths that will 
bring happiness and reason to the entire world. 

It is one thing to be spiritually minded and quite another 
thing to be insanely religious. Too many people imagine 
that religion has been the greatest influence in the world for 
good. No one will deny that rational religion has been help- 
ful in advancing civilization, but when religion becomes dic- 
tatorial and steps in the pathway of progress to prevent further 
development and retard the growth of education and science 
it becomes a menace rather than a blessing. Intolerant reli- 
gious teachers who oppose science are doing more to hinder the 
progress of religion and the growth of the church than any 
other influence at the present time. The influence of religion 
will wane and eventually die unless religious teachers become 
more rational toward the newer educational processes of the 
twentieth century. Religion has its place in the mind of men 
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and so does science. There is no reason why war should 
exist between such beneficient influences. It is fallacious to 
believe that true science will destroy true religion. If the 
world is to make progress and our educational systems are to 
prosper and mean all they should to civilization there must be 
no breach existing between science and religion. There ought 
to be hearty co-operation and good will. 

Religion has not made the world what it is. We are more 
indebted to science than to religion. Religion has never 
brought a great discovery to mankind; science has brought 
most of the great blessings enjoyed by humanity at the pres- 
ent time. This is not a diatribe against religion, but it is a 
plain statement of fact and one that ought to be recognized. 

Every great invention is due to the scientific attitude of 
man’s mind and his religious nature is in no way responsible. 
Science has given to the world the X-Ray, various surgical 
instruments, anesthetics, antiseptics, automobiles, airplanes, 
radio, telephones, telegraphs, phonographs, moving picture 
machines, electricity, harnessed and put to work to bring heat, 
light and power; hygiene and sanitation are the results of 
science. It would be possible to go on and multiply these many 
times, but what is the use? That we are indebted to science 
no sane person can doubt. 

Science made possible the building of the Panama Canal, 
and has made the zone a healthful place to live. If it had 
not been for hygienic and sanitary measures adopted the canal 
could not have been completed. When the beautiful south- 
land of the United States was being scourged every year by 
yellow fever, science made an important discovery and through 
the adoption of hygienic and sanitary measures cleared up this 
terrible disease. Smallpox, diptheria, scarlet fever have 
become almost annihilated by scientific discoveries. All the 
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prayers of pious people in the world could not have accom- 
plished this wonderful achievement. Science prays the best 
prayer; a prayer of action. 

Science is gradually conquering the great white plague. The 
death rate from tuberculosis has fallen from 201 to 99 per 
100,000 during the past twenty years, which means a saving 
of about 100,000 people annually. It can be remembered 
when typhoid fever was much more fatal than it is today, but 
through the efforts of science this disease is not considered so 
fatal. In our war with Spain, we had 107,973 in encamp- 
ments, 20,738 of them were taken down with typhoid fever, 
and 1,580 of them died. But in 1912 we had 12,801 under 
similar conditions stationed on the Mexican border and only 
two cases of typhoid developed. In the World War only 227 
deaths resulted from typhoid. Such remarkable results are 
due entirely to science, and all the prayers in the world could 
not have produced equal results. 

The real martyrs and benefactors to the human race are not 
religionists primarily, but scientists who toil in laboratories 
and work unnoticed and often unknown to bring to light infor- 
mation that will prolong life and alleviate pain, distress and 
suffering. Science is prolonging the period of man’s life. Dr. 
Mayo says that life has been lengthened to an average of 58 
years, and Dr. Case, of the Battle Creek Sanitarium, says 
that the average span of life is now between 55 and 60 years. 
It has been only a little while ago that we were told that the 
laverage life was about 33 1/3 years. ‘There are now more 
than 4,000 people in the United States 100 years of age or 
more. ‘There are 100,000 people in the world 100 years of age 
or more. This prolongation of life is entirely due to the 
efforts of scientists in teaching better hygiene, sanitation and 
a rational system of dietetics. 
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Dr. H. J. Harnley, of McPherson College, McPherson, Kan- 
Sas, recently gave some interesting statistics regarding the pro- 
longation of life. He made an examination of about 4,000 
graves in and near McPherson, and relates the following inter- 
esting figures: Before 1880, the average age of an individual 
living in this city was 24 years, and those living near the city 
lived to be 23. The average now is 54 and 53.5 respectively. 
The percentage of those dying under 21 was 56 per cent, and 
those living near the city 52 1/2. The percentage is now 
13 1/2. Before 1880, 36 1/2 per cent of the people of Mc- 
Pherson died under five years of age and in the surrounding 
country 38 1/2 per cent. It is now 7.8 per cent. ‘The death 
of children under one year of age was 33 1/3 per cent, and is 
now 5 per cent. ‘These statistics show in an interesting man- 
ner that life is being prolonged. The only reason that can be 
ascribed for this longevity of the human race is the fact that 
science has taught the human family to live better and to give 
more attention to the care of the body. 

The establishment of state agricultural colleges and experi- 
ment stations has been of incalculable benefit to humanity 
because it is through these avenues that our fight against 
insects is waged, and without which we would soon be destined 
to starvation. At the present moment hundreds of experi- 
ments are being carried on and investigated by the Depart- 
ment of Entomology regarding pest destroying insects which 
destroy domestic crops, animals and stored foods, trees and 
plants. In the late eighties when the white-scale threatened 
the extinction of every.orange and lemon tree in the state of 
California, entomologists imported the Australian lady bird and 
thus saved the state millions of dollars. It is said that Cali- 
fornia has a competent entomologist in every county in the 
state. The ravages of the pine-bark beetles threatened the 
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destruction of the forests in Washington, Oregon and Northern 
California and caused great loss. These beetles were studied 
by Dr. A. D. Hopkins, of the United States Department of 
Entomology, and a plan found whereby their destruction could 
be arrested. Thus the fine timber and the beautiful forests 
were preserved for future generations. The pear-thrips 
threatened the extinction of the fruit industry on the Pacific 
Coast, but science found a remedy to combat its evil influences. 
The serious pests of the clover seed crop can now be con- 
trolled. Sprays and spraying methods have been developed 
which can be used against the spreading of species. It is esti- 
mated that about 1/10 of all artificially grown crops are 
destroyed by insects. If it had not been for the progressive 
work of scientists we could produce little or nothing today. 

Scientists ought to be encouraged in their splendid work of 
investigation and religion should not be a party to stopping it. 
No sanely, rational thinking man will give his influence to the 
abolition of science in high schools and colleges, but instead 
will say God bless the biologist, chemist, botanist, entomolo- 
gist and every other individual who is doing such beneficial 
work. 

It matters little how the earth was formed or how man got 
here. The fact remains that we live in a big world with many 
difficulties to overcome, and everything that can assist man- 
kind in solving the complex problems in every day life is 
worth while. It is immaterial whether we originated from a 
monkey or were suddenly created. Personally I would rather 
have been a monkey than to be one. 

Doctor Wiggam in his New Decalogue of Science says: “We 
have learned to experiment. We have learned how to com- 
pare, and we have got over being afraid. We are no longer 
afraid of God. ‘The scientist has accepted the universe and 
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has quit trying, as the Fundamentalist does, to put him out- 
side his universe and build one of his own. It is therefore no 
extravagant assumption, but the surest deduction from science 
itself that science only can supply mankind with the true 
technology of the will of God. If his will ever is done on 
earth as it is in heaven, it will be through the instrumentalities 
of science, that is through intelligence, conscience will have to 
look through the microscope if it ever sees duty aright.” 

If the world ever is saved it will not be done by endeavoring 
to make men good. It can be done only by making them intel- 
ligent. We need more education along scientific lines; more 
practice and less preaching. 

The average church has been a failure and is a failure and 
will continue to grow more so unless there is a better and 
higher conception of rationalistic lines in teaching religious 
principles. The church must adopt modern ideals and teach 
modern interpretations of life. 

The old time religion is not good enough for the twentieth 
century. It has served its day and purpose and out-lived 
its usefulness. The world demands new ideas, sympathies, 
ambitions, goals and incentives. Unless the church is willing 
to adopt modern methods and interpretations it is on the road 
to final dissolution. 

Why should there be a mania for the old in religion when 
everything else changes? Do people really mean it when they 
sing about the old time religion being good enough for our 
fathers and our mothers and it is good enough for me? Is 
this mere sentiment or nonsense? Do such expressions come 
from a true and consistent heart? If it is true regarding reli- 
gion, why not be consistent and follow out the same idea in dress 
ond everything else? ‘The same people who want the old time 
religion are usually up-to-date in everything else. They wear 
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clothing that is modern, use the latest models of automobiles, 
and their offices and business houses are furnished with modern 
equipment, the women desire the latest and most modern of 
household appliances with which to do their work more quickly 
‘and easily, but when they attend church the sermons and songs 
must be of the same antiquated type preached three hundred 
years ago, and the Bible must be interpreted in the same man- 
ner. No wonder the church is losing its grip and power! ‘The 
average church is the most antiquated organization in the 
world today. No other business could be carried on in the 
haphazard manner in which churches transact business and 
hope to succeed. A remedy must be found for this fault and 
that right soon or there will be no church. Churches must 
become modernized, not only in business methods but in 
teaching as well. 

Modernism will not kill the churches, but will rejuvenate 
and place them in a more favorable light and cause their 
influence to be augmented. 

The modernistic church of the future will be institutional 
in its character. It will provide sports, amusements and recrea- 
tional facilities for young people, such as dance halls, reading 
rooms, pool and billiard rooms, card tables, and will supervise 
and care for the social training of young men and young 
women. It will not ban innocent amusements, but encourage 
them. ‘This sort of church will believe in a fully developed 
manhood and womanhood rather than a spiritually lop-sided 
nature such as the churches in the past have given to the 
world. 

The modern church will be a teaching church. It will not 
fear the truth, but will seek to know it though all its ancient 
landmarks of old time religion are destroyed. It will not 
question the right of its membership to find new and better 
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truths. Its only creed will be morality; clean living and clean 
thinking and service to mankind, 


CHAPTER IV 
DO YOU WANT TRADITION OR TRUTH? 


Religions of the world contain more tradition than truth. 
All the sacred books of religion are filled with traditional 
‘stories that cannot be relied upon and the stories related in 
them cannot be substantiated. Religion has never attempted 
to substantiate its case with proof and evidence as an attorney 
must do when he presents a case to a court of law. This fact 
has had much to do with bringing religion into disrepute. Any 
statement that cannot be backed up by a preponderance of 
evidence as is done in a civil case or remove every doubt as is 
required in a criminal case in court is unworthy of belief or 
further consideration. No doubt the majority of religious 
teachers are aware that this is an impossibility in respect to 
the doctrines taught in their Bibles and creeds and this prob- 
ably is the reason they say that certain ideas must be accepted 
upon faith. Blind faith without reason or without sufficient 
evidence is a crime against intelligence. If the tenets of reli- 
gion are worthy of belief it ought not to be a difficult manner 
to present the evidence in such form that doubt regarding the 
reliability of the evidence and the trustworthiness of the 
teachers could not exist in the mind of an honest seeker for 
the truth, but this is not done and is not attempted. Ministers 
so into the pulpit and make rash statements without producing 
any evidence or proof of the genuineness or truthfulness of the 
statements made. ‘The fact that a statement is contained in 
the Bible is no evidence that it is true because the Christian 
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Bible contains many fictional stories that do not correspond 
with authentic history, reliable scientific information or logical 
reasoning. The history of Jesus Christ as related in the Bible 
is largely traditional, very little of it, if any was written until 
after 30, 60 and 90 years after the events are said to have taken 
place, and much of what is related by the writers is hearsay 
evidence, and is of such a nature that no court of law would 
admit it. Outside of the Bible there is no evidence that such a 
character as Jesus ever lived in the world. There is no way 
of proving his existence and many scholars recognize this as a 
fact and do not attempt to offer any proof to the contrary. 
This statement does not necessarily eliminate Jesus as a won- 
derful principle and force for righteousness. The mythical 
Jesus is even greater than the personal Christ, who, orthodox 
Christians believe, was God manifested in the flesh. If Jesus 
really existed as a person, and the many things relating to his 
life are true, there should be no difficulty experienced in pre- 
senting the evidence in such convincing form that no one could 
possibly doubt its reliability. Until this is done, there always 
will remain a doubt in the minds of many good people, and 
they ought not to be criticised for holding such doubt, because 
the evidence is doubtful and colored to such an extent that 
they cannot do otherwise and be honest with self. This same 
idea holds good concerning many doctrines taught about the 
person of Jesus. There is no evidence to justify belief in the 
Virgin Birth as it is taught by churches. The Bible is the 
only source of information and it is seriously doubted by many 
scholars that this doctrine when properly understood and inter- 
preted in the light of reason and scientific knowledge is actually 
taught in the Bible. If it is taught, it is contrary to the nature 
of things and causes God to transgress his perfect law which 
was put into operation for the birth of all creatures into this 
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world. ‘The doctrine of the Virgin Birth is a traditional story 
and is not original with Christianity. Many Pagan religions 
teach the same story regarding the birth of their leaders. The 
doctrine grew out of many legends and superstitions. The fol- 
Id6wers of Buddha claim that he was born of a virgin. Romu- 
lus, the founder of Rome was the son of Mars. It is claimed 
that Fohi, the founder of the chimes of paradise was born of a 
virgin, and Alexander the Great had a mother, but his father 
was Jupiter. Caesar was the son of the goddess Venus. In 
Malcolm’s History of Persia, we are told that Zoroaster was 
‘born of an immaculate conception by a ray from the Divine 
‘Reason, Julius and Osiris of Egypt are credited with a divine 
immaculate conception. ‘Tradition tells us that Pythais, the 
mother of Pythagoras, five hundred and fifty years before 
Christ was born of an immaculate conception, and the virgin 
mother Shing-Mon of China furnishes still another such case. 
It would be possible to go on and multiply these examples 
many times. It merely indicates that traditional teaching 
imagines that a God must have supernatural origin. It is 
not to be wondered at that Robert G. Ingersoll declared, ‘An 
honest God is the noblest work of man.” 

The story of the Virgin Birth of Jesus was not taught until 
about 100 years after his death, and then only two witnesses 
mention it, and this is done so briefly and in such a vague 
manner that it is doubtful whether they understood the sub- 
ject as many churches teach it today. It is quite evident that 
Jesus never thought of himself as having been immaculately 
conceived. He does not dwell upon the question, and Mary 
spoke of his father Joseph. The story of the immaculate con- 
ception of Jesus rests entirely upon traditional ideas, and there 
is not one thread of evidence anywhere to justify the accept- 
ance of such doctrine. It is a traditional idea borrowed from 
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other religions and is not original with the Christian religion 
and its teaching does the cause of Christianity irreparable 
damage. The doctrine cannot be made to correspond with 
history or science and is illogical and unnatural, and has a 
tendency to alienate thoughtful people from the church and 
causes them to have disrespect for a great religion that will 
teach a mere traditional story as a fact. No reputable theolo- 
gian can honestly accept this doctrine and teach it from his 
pulpit without stultifying his own conscience and becoming 
intellectually dishonest. The fact is that the rank and file of 
well trained ministers of the Gospel do not believe in the 
Virgin birth story, but many refuse to say anything about it 
because they are afraid of criticism and the loss of position. 
With many it is merely a bread and butter proposition. The 
church cannot hope to succeed today unless its ministry act 
as honestly in the pulpit regarding great religious questions as 
they do in their every day business transactions. The con- 
gregation that insists upon its minister preaching doctrines 
that precisely conform with traditional beliefs are the greatest 
infidels the world has ever known. How much better it is to 
seek the truth relative to all religious questions and if the doc- 
trines written into the Bible hundreds of years ago do not con- 
form to history and reason, let them be dropped from the 
creeds and confessions of faith, and go in search of the larger 
truths that can be reconciled with present day information. 
Fundamentalist teachers claim that belief in the Virgin 
Birth story is essential to salvation: If salvation consists in 
believing the irrational and inconsistent, the unwarranted and 
inaccurate, then multitudes of good people will be lost, but 
salvation does not depend upon such inconsistencies. Belief 
in any doctrine taught in the Bible is not necessary. The only 
salvation comes through living a good, clean, moral life. 
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Morality is the highest and best religion in the world. Reli- 
gion is nothing more than morality in its highest form, and it 
would be well if the churches would so teach. Mysticism and 
supernaturalism, traditionalism ought to be abolished and not 
taught by Christian churches. Religion is an ethical code, 
adopted from tradition and custom and carries with it no 
authority and should not be made compulsory. ‘The average 
minister tries to separate morality and religion. He endeavors 
to make men believe that the strictly moral man lacks some 
essential characteristic or quality possessed by those who have 
personally accepted Jesus Christ and profess to believe all the 
doctrines taught about him in the Bible. The facts in the 
case are that the good moral man possesses all the qualities of 
a Christian. The acceptance of the doctrines taught about 
Jesus do not make any material or spiritual difference in his 
character or actions. Man is naturally good, naturally reli- 
gious and if left alone will work efficiently and effectively 
toward making this a better world. But too often some 
preacher with his ideas of traditional religion and old time 
doctrines upsets everything. ‘The average evangelist is a dis- 
turber and often does more harm in a community than good. 
They contend that man is naturally a sinner and must be 
saved, and their plan is the only way. They contend that it 
is essential to make public confession of sin, go to the mourners 
bench and pray it out or as they often state, make peace with 
God, get converted, be regenerated. What good does it do to 
go forward? Does one get anything that he did not previ- 
ously possess? The difficulty with the system is that it im- 
poses the same regulations and requirements upon all alike 
and some form of experience and some sort of conversion is 
regarded as essential. If one has lived decently and honestly 
all his life, not robbed or committed adultery or transgressed 
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the law of common decency, what is he to confess, what is he 
to be saved from? Very recently the writer heard a minister 
in a large church declare that it did not matter how clean or 
how morally that one had lived, that he could not be saved 
unless he made public confession of Jesus Christ as his personal 
saviour, and this meant to this minister that one must believe 
in an inerrent Bible, the Virgin Birth, physical resurrection of 
the body, and a personal God and heaven and hell as real 
places and many.other doctrines taught by his church. Such 
confession means an admission of all the rank heresies taught 
by orthodoxy. Who can do this and keep his self-respect? 

Christianity, like other religions, is nothing except a tradi- 
tional code of ethics written a long time ago by men and its 
acceptance should not be obligatory as a means of salvation. 
If it is essential, what will happen to multitudes of the fol- 
lowers of Confucius, Mohammedans, Jews and those of various 
liberal tendencies who do not accept the teaching of orthodoxy, 
and especially disbelieve the Fundamentalist type of doctrine 
running so rampant in the world today? Will they be lost 
because they do not accept and fully coincide with beliefs that 
at best are more or less traditional and without foundation of 
fact to substantiate them? Will Universalists and Unitarians 
be lost and damned to an everlasting hell because they cannot 
conscientiously adopt a faith that refuses to abide by the find- 
ings of science and in no manner corresponds with known his- 
tory? Will moral men and women who live good, true lives 
be lost because they cannot make themselves believe the im- 
possible? 

Religion has too often obstructed the pathway of progress, 
denounced free inquiry, and has kept alive ideas that ought to 
have died and has strangled new-born ambitions and inspira- 
tions. This is said to the everlasting shame of Christianity, 
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When we learn that Christianity is not a doctrine but a life, 
then there will be hope for it, and not until then. If morality 
is not essential and will not save, then it is useless to preach 
religion that is filled with traditions of untruthfulness. What 
is a better recommendation that a fine moral life? Where can 
one find a more beautiful picture than to see a good man or a 
good woman going about the community lending assistance to 
every worthy cause without taking into consideration the hope 
of reward or the fear of punishment? Religion, therefore, is 
not a belief, but consists in acts of kindliness, good-will, gen- 
erosity, hospitality, cordiality, and the desire to have all man- 
kind enjoy happiness. 

The desire of churches to adhere to traditionalism is not 
evidence that they desire to adhere to the truthfulness of God, 
but is evidence that they think that the intelligence of medie- 
valism is greater than the present day scholarship. If men are 
going to be traditionalists in religion, why not be consistent and 
be traditionalists in government, astronomy, chemistry, and all 
forms of science, business and everything else relating to edu- 
cation? Why not return to the Middle Ages and adopt all the 
principles and ideals held so sacredly at that time? If the 
religion of that time is good enough for today then why should 
not everything else be good enough? Why not close all the 
theological schools and universities, and why endeavor to 
make progress, if what has been is good enough? Professor 
Thorndike, in speaking in reference to the need of education, 
said, “What is is not what ought to be.” ‘This statement is 
very applicable to the present day religious situation. What 
has been is not good enough. What is is not good enough. 
Religion must be ready to go forward. It cannot afford to dis- 
continue the everlasting search for more truth and further 
knowledge to guide man upward on the pathway of life to the 
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highest possible attainments and achievements. When reli- 
gion rests its case upon the traditions of past ages and refuses 
to make new discoveries and adopt new truths it is certain to 
decay. 

Frederick the Great said: “The greatest and noblest pleasure 
which men can have in this world is to discover new truth; 
and the next is to shake off old prejudices.” 

“Let us first understand the facts, and then we can seek the 
cause.’’—Aristotle. 

“We see what we know.’—Goethe. 

“Science commits suicide when it adopts a creed.”—Huxley. 

“The man of science has learned to believe in justification 
not by faith but by verification.”—Huxley. 

‘To thine own self be true; and it must follow, as night the 
day, thou canst not be false to any other man.’’—Shakespeare. 


“All nature is but art unknown to thee, 

All chance, direction which thou canst not see; 
All discord, harmony not understood. 

All partial evil, universal good.”—-Pope. 


“The philosopher should be willing to listen to every sug- 
gestion, but determined to judge for himself. He should not be 
biased by appearances; have no favorite hypothesis; be of no 
school; and in doctrine have no master. He should not be a 
respecter of persons, but of things. Truth should be his 
primary object.’”—Farraday. 

The spirit of such great men and their concepts of life and 
its progress ought to be a guide to those who deal with reli- 
gious truth. The great difficulty with religion today is the 
fact that we are too contented with what exists and do not take 
the time or trouble to make any original investigations. It 
has been said that Christians are the only people on earth that 
have been too indolent to build a religion of their own. 
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Absolute contentment is not the most desirable character- 
istic or attainment possible. If perfect contentment is enjoyed, 
there is little to give impetus or encouragement to seek the 
larger and better blessings obtainable through effort, and no 
obligation is felt to rebel against the traditional order that 
exists. If it is believed that what already exists is perfect 
there is no opportunity to improve it or to make advancement 
to anything that is an improvement. The perfect, if it could 
exist, cannot be improved upon, but it is a well known fact 
that there has never been a perfect picture, a perfect song or 
a perfect creed written. The work of man constantly needs 
revision. ‘This is especially true regarding the so-called infal- 
lible creeds given to the world by traditions. They are not 
perfect nor infallible. They must be rewritten and revised 
to be of any value to the world. This has not often been done 
and the result is that the churches are held in the death grip of 
outgrown dogmas and superstitions of other days that are 
undermining the influence of Christianity and making it bar- 
ren of results. 

Truth must be sought and superstition must not be tolerated. 
The church of the present generation must determine that it is 
going to seek all the truth. It must not try to abolish scien- 
tific measures that have only the intention of bringing knowledge 
to the world and does not seek the dethronement of reason, but 
seeks the enthronement of truth and the overthrow of tradition. 
We have never been deprived any old idea or principle in reli- 
gion that something better did not take its place, but men 
have always been reluctant to surrender the old for the new 
in religion because their early traditional training told them 
that religion was given to the world in perfect form and was 
not susceptible to improvement or revision. 

Liberal teachers of religion do not want to destroy religion 
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itself, but only desire to destroy the untruths taught about it. 
They want to make the statements of religion correspond with 
the latest findings of scholarship and thus bring to the world 
a religion that the twentieth century man can accept without 
making apologies. They want religion to be as rational in the 
Sunday school as it is in the university class-room. 

Do you want your religion to be truthful or traditional? 
What do you desire in religion for yourself? 

Truth is the imperial virtue. It is the consummation for 
which we strive in all investigations. It is the one element 
that must be taken into consideration in all walks of life. 
Truth is the chart and compass that will eventually guide our 
intellectual life to freedom and liberty in religion. Without 
it we must flounder in the darkness of the great sea of life, 
tossed hither and thither upon the angry waves of superstition 
and ignorance. The world and the church are no longer secure 
when truth is not their chief ornament. Falsehood, supersti- 
tion and ignorance have been the cause of the downfall of 
nations, empires and individuals. The institution founded 
upon the eternal principle of truth is destined to endure. Truth 
is eternal, truth is abiding, truth is changeless. The inter- 
pretations of truth change, but when this distinctive jewel is 
discovered, it is as endless as time itself. Truth itself cannot 
be destroyed, but error and superstition and tradition cannot 
have any part with this beautiful principle, and must be 
destroyed if religion is to survive in a scientific and progressive 
age. 

Every reasonable man and woman in the world today ought 
to determine that they will do all that lies in their power to 
assist and encourage religious teachers in pulpits, colleges and 
universities who are seeking to discover the whole truth about 
religion and the Bible. 


CHAPTER V 


DO WE ENJOY INTELLECTUAL FREEDOM IN 
RELIGION? 


Our forefathers came to America seeking political and reli- 
gious freedom. ‘They had suffered persecution in the old 
world and sought a freedom that would enable them to worship 
God according to the dictates of their own conscience. Amer- 
ica seemed to hold hope that they might be enabled to find the 
larger freedom and liberty their consciences told them was 
right and it was for this and no other reason that they em- 
barked for new shores with new hopes and new aspirations and 
encouragements to seek the larger and better blessings that 
might be obtained in a new country. They set out with the 
idea of receiving and granting freedom to all, but this idea 
was soon dispelled. It was not long until the same old intol- 
erance began to manifest itself, and laws were passed that 
were stringent and unreasonable, and prevented the expressions 
of honest opinions. This is not to be wondered at because the 
most difficult thing in life is to break away from early religious 
training. The early traditional training of religion holds one 
in its grasp more firmly than chains and iron bars. Intellec- 
tual bondage is a worse imprisonment than jails. Religious 
slavery .and intolerance is the worst form of serfdom. ‘This is 
probably true because religious teachers have always taught 
an infallible Bible and an infallible church. What the church 
fathers taught could not be dissented from. They thought that 
the Bible must not be added to or.taken from without some 

58 


Do We Enjoy Intellectual Freedom in Religion? 59 


awful calamity befalling the person who did it. The old ghost 
of fear stalks forth and prevents honest investigations and 
frank expressions of opinion and thus the world has been held 
in a state of religious and intellectual bondage more intolerable 
than life imprisonment. ‘The author of this book is personally 
acquainted with many good people who are afraid to read a 
book on liberal religion or anything else that tells a truth con- 
trary to the ordinary acceptation of religious teaching or that 
dissents from an orthodox interpretation of the Bible. They 
are fearful that it will deprive them of their dear faith. A faith 
that must be curbed and stifled and bolstered up by custom 
and tradition is worthless, and every intelligent individual 
ought to endeavor to free himself from it. To have a free 
mind and to be unafraid of the searchlight of knowledge is the 
greatest blessing open to man today. 

If religious teachers continue to seek the enactment of laws 
preventing the teaching of science and curtailing honest doubt 
and free investigation, it will not be long until intellectual 
freedom will perish from the earth. Nothing could be more | 
ridiculous than the methods employed by the intolerant Fun- 
damentalist who seeks to prevent ministers in liberal churches 
and college and university professors from the right to freely 
express their honest opinions regarding the many questions of 
religion that come before the people at the present time for 
consideration. 

Every person ought to have freedom to accept any doctrine 
relative to religion that makes an appeal or to reject anything 
that does not seem rational or that is not in accord with the 
best scholarship of the day, and which does not fully agree 
with historical and scientific statements that are known facts. 
If this right is denied, the world faces a serious dilemma, and 
the future cannot be faced with any degree of hope for further 
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development and growth. It is to be hoped however that 
organized intelligence will gain supremacy over organized 
ignorance and superstition, and that men shall continue to 
possess the right to differentiate between the rational and the 
traditional, and that truth and freedom shall continue to be 
the predominating characteristics of a free mind. 

However it is a well established fact that the end of the 
fight between religion of the Fundamentalist and liberal type 
and the scientific attitude held by eminent scholars and research 
workers is not in sight. Fundamentalists are thoroughly 
organized and determined to exclude from the school every 
reference to evolution and kindred subjects. They intimidate 
newspapers, business men and liberal church members and 
manifest the worst type of intolerance the world has ever experi- 
enced. ‘The writer knows personally that many newspaper 
editors do not dare to publish a word of liberal sermons with- 
out being criticized and threatened with the cancellation of 
subscriptions and advertising space. In my personal experi- 
ence with an editor who dared to print some of my sermons, 
he has been flooded with letters and telephone calls demanding 
that they be forthwith discontinued in the newspaper, and 
informed that subscriptions would be cancelled unless it was 
done. I have been told by orthodox ministers and members 
of orthodox churches that I ought to leave the ministry because 
the doctrine I taught was not in accord with an inerrent and an 
infallible Bible, and did not correspond with the creeds writ- 
ten centuries ago. Many ministers have left the pulpit be- 
cause their congregations were not ready and willing to hear 
a Gospel that was in sympathy with progress and backed by 
the best original scholarship of the twentieth century, and 
others have been summarily dismissed because they held views 
in advance of their congregations. Many college and univer- 
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sity professors who are eminent scholars and rare teachers of 
ability have been dismissed by Fundamentalist Boards of 
Trustees because they taught geology and biology that was not 
in sympathy with the book of Genesis. ‘The owner of a large 
technical school who operates a powerful radio station in 
conjunction with the institution, and who permitted a liberal 
minister to broadcast liberal sermons, received communications 
from many Fundamentalist ministers and sympathizers with 
the cause of irrational religion stating that unless these ser- 
mons were immediately discontinued that no more students 
would be permitted to matriculate with the school, and that 
every possible means would be used to discourage students 
from enrolling with the institution. The result was that the 
sermons were discontinued and many people who enjoyed them 
deprived of their right of freedom to hear lectures that cor- 
respond with known truth and the minister deprived of the 
right to express his thoughts over radio. The same tactics 
have been resorted to in numerous other instances, and with 
like results. ‘This indicates that intolerance is running ramp- 
ant and that there is a concerted action to prevent freedom 
of expression from all sources and that an organized move- 
ment is in existence to prevent any character of teaching that 
does not measure up to the ideals set up by Fundamentalism. 
Fundamentalist teachers are organizing societies throughout 
the country and its members are pledged to discourage every 
modern movement in religious instruction. In view of these 
facts, it is apparent that intellectual freedom, if it is to be 
maintained, must fight for its existence. Shall men be deprived 
of the privilege of thinking fearlessly and honestly, expressing 
their opinions from the platform and through the press and in 
the university class-room? If this sort of thing continues, it 
will be necessary to take up the fight for freedom as our fore- 
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fathers did, and gain for mankind the right to liberty, freedom 
and happiness. 

We need some of the old spirit of the Fathers of the Revolu- 
tion who were willing to make the supreme sacrifice for free- 
dom and liberty. Religious tyranny and suppression and in- 
tolerance must not be permitted to live. The founders of this 
Republic believed in freedom of the press and the right to 
worship God without molestation. ‘This is a guarantee of the 
Constitution of the United States, and the enactment of restric- 
tive laws prohibiting the teaching of science and a rational 
interpretation of the Bible is in direct violation of the rights 
vouchsafed in this wonderful document which has had a world- 
wide influence. Rationally thinking men will not be a party 
to depriving anyone of the rights for which so many have 
fought so valiantly and worked so assiduously. 

Creeds and creed-makers have always been intolerant. They 
have been the cause of war and bloodshed, hatred and strife, 
discord and viciousness. ‘The acceptance of a creed, a Bible 
believed to be infallible, or a church that is infallible creates 
bigotry and haughtiness and breeds contempt for anything 
that differs. The world would be better if every religious 
creed were abolished and religion relied upon no authority 
greater than conscience and reason. 

To invest a creed, a book or a man with such authority as 
religion has done in the past is to discount the value of present 
day scholarship and say to man, “Thou shalt not think for 
thyself.” Suppression creates revolutionists. Man must 
have an outlet for his pent-up convictions, and the world is 
entitled to know what he thinks about and he should have 
perfect freedom to dissent from any religion that does not 
appeal to reason, and should not be prohibited from teaching 
the truths that coincide with the rationalistic views held by 
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modern scholars. If restrictive measures are passed by state 
legislatures, they will do much harm to the cause of freedom. 
If a state legislature can pass a law prohibiting the teaching 
of evolution and anything contrary to the book of Genesis or 
anything disrespectful of the Bible, it will be only a short 
time until Fundamentalists will ask for laws prohibiting any- 
one from expressing an opinion derogatory to the Virgin Birth 
and the doctrine teaching the Deity of Jesus Christ and num- 
erous other pet doctrines held so sacredly by them. Such 
laws will establish a dangerous precedent and bring about a 
religious tyranny that will be intolerable, and intellectual free- 
dom will be crucified upon a cross of ignorance. If laws of 
this character are enacted and held Constitutional, very soon 
every teacher who applies for a position in a private or state 
school will be required to submit a treatise upon his religious 
‘views, and if they do not correspond with orthodoxy, he will 
not be employed. Such laws will sound the death-knell of 
religious and intellectual freedom in this country. 

In view of these facts, it is not surprising that the American 
Association for the Advancement of Science with its 14,000 
members, representing eighty-six special scientific societies 
have felt the necessity of doing something to combat the evil 
influences that seek to prevent the teaching of science and to 
over-ride and overthrow intellectual honesty in the teaching 
profession. The statement of this Association declares that 
the theory of evolution is one of the most potent of great 
influences for good that have thus far entered into human 
experience; it has promoted the progress of knowledge, it has 
fostered unprejudiced inquiry, and it has served as a valuable 
aid in humanity’s search for truth in many fields. It is 
reported that 15,000 school superintendents, representing 
800,000 teachers, have protested regarding the enactment of 
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laws prohibiting the teaching of science, and have testified that 
such laws would demoralize the teaching forces of America 
and overthrow freedom in teaching and place teachers in 
intellectual bondage, but this has not prevented attempts to 
carry on the high-handed program of Fundamentalists who 
seem bent on destroying the rights and freedom of the Amer- 
ican school system. If we are to maintain religious freedom 
and prevent our future citizenry from being held in a state of 
intellectual bondage, our free school system and state educa- 
tional institutions must remain forever free of any religious 
test of any character, and state and church kept separate. It 
will be a sad state of affairs when dogma invades the school 
room and requires subscription to any creed. 

Real Christians manifest toleration and charity toward all 
systems of faith and belief. There is some good in every 
religion and some good in each of the creeds. There is some 
good in each of the sacred books of various religions. No 
system of faith can claim a monopoly on all the good of the 
world. It is a serious mistake to believe that the Christian 
religion contains all the great principles of truth, justice, mercy, 
equity and uprightness. One who reads with discrimination 
can find many beautiful truths in every good book, and fine 
principles taught in every religion. ‘The so-called Pagan reli- 
gions teach many fine truths. The Catholics and Jews hold 
many truths that are good. It is senseless folly to think that 
Christianity and the interpretations of orthodoxy only can 
bring to the world helpful and beneficial lessons regarding 
conduct, right relationship with God and truths concerning 
the Bible. ‘The tolerant and charitable and Christian attitude 
can find good everywhere and in everything. ‘To believe that 
any particular denomination is the divine repository of all 
truth possessing authority to dictate what others shall believe 
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or accept as truth is a serious mistake. All truth cannot be 
confined in the narrow channels of a church or a creed. Tol- 
eration is the word that all religious people need to place in 
their vocabulary. Charity for all and malice toward none is 
the attitude that should be manifested. Christians need the 
beautiful spirit manifested by Thomas Jefferson, when he 
said: “Let us restore to social intercourse that harmony and 
affection without which liberty and even life itself are but 
dreary things. And let us reflect that, having banished from 
our land that religious intolerance under which man so long 
bled and suffered, we have gained little if we countenance 
a political intolerance as despotic, as wicked, and as capable of 
bitter and bloody persecutions. Every difference of opinion is 
not a difference of principle. We are called by different names 
brethren of the same principle.” ‘This is the beautiful princi- 
ple that ought to be displayed in all religions today. 

Mr. Jefferson was a fearless radical and it was through his 
wonderful vision and foresight and liberty loving principles 
that the people were given freedom from compulsory worship 
and compulsory taxation for religious purposes. If he had not 
manifested the courage of strong convictions regarding these 
questions in that early day, we might have a state church at 
this time. He said: ‘I never feared to follow truth and reason 
and to whatever results they led and bearding every authority 
which stood in their way. Almighty God created the mind 
free, and manifested his supreme wisdom that free it shall 
remain by making it altogether unsusceptible to restraint. 
All attempts to influence it by temporal punishments or bur- 
dens, or civil incapacitations, lend only to beget habits of hypoc- 
risy and meanness. The will of the people is the only legiti- 
mate foundation of any government, and to protect its free- 
dom should be our first object. Opinions and the just main- 
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tenance of them, shall never be a crime in my view; nor bring 
injury to an individual. I do homage to every one’s right of 
opinion. Difference of opinion leads to inquiry, and inquiry 
to truth. The liberty of speaking and writing guards our 
other liberties. I have sworn upon the altar of God eternal 
hostility against any form of tyranny over the mind of man.” 
He continued, “I have never submitted my creed to anybody 
of men whatever whether in politics or religion or anything 
else, when I was capable of thinking for myself. That would 
be the last degradation of a free mind. If I could not go to 
heaven without doing that, I would not go at all. I never had 
an opinion in religion or politics that I was afraid to own. A 
reserve on these questions would have procured me more 
esteem from some people, but less from myself.” 

Mr. Jefferson was persecuted in the same manner that reli- 
gious teachers are today. He was called an infidel, skeptic 
and many other uncomplimentary names. It is said that 
during his candidacy for the Presidency that the old women of 
New England hid their Bibles, fearing that the so-called atheist 
Thomas Jefferson would destroy them. Little did they know 
ithat Mr. Jefferson was a great Bible student and read pas- 
sages from this book every night. He compiled various choice 
passages from the New Testament and called his book the 
Philosophy of Jesus. It is published today under the title the 
Thomas Jefferson Bible. He wrote to John Adams that he 
never could be an atheist. In a letter to Dr. Benjamin Rush, 
he stated: “I promised you that I would some day give you 
my views of the Christian religion. ‘They are the result of a 
life of inquiry and reflection, and are very different from the 
anti-Christian system attributed to me by those who know 
nothing of my opinions. To the corruptions of Christianity 
I am indeed opposed, but not to the genuine precepts of Jesus 
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himself. I am a Christian, but I am a Christian in the only 
sense in which I believe Jesus wished any one to be, sincerely 
attached to his doctrines; ascribing to him all human existence, 
and believing that he never claimed any other. The question 
of his being a member of the God-head claimed by some of his 
followers is foreign to a view which is based on the intrinsic 
merits of his doctrines.” 

Mr. Jefferson was not only the author of the Declaration of 
Independence, but he was the author of the Virginia Declara- 
tory Act, passed in 1785, and reads as follows: “Be it enacted 
by the General Assembly that no man shall be compelled to 
frequent or support any religious worship, place or ministry 
whatever; nor shall he be enforced, restrained, molested, or 
burdened in his body or goods, nor shall otherwise suffer on 
account of his religious opinion or belief; but that all men 
shall be free to maintain their own opinions in matters of 
religion, and that the same shall in no wise diminish or affect 
their civil capacity.” 

Such men as Thomas Jefferson and Thomas Paine did more 
to bring religious freedom to the United States than any other 
men that ever lived. The world is better because they lived 
and wrote and because they were unafraid to express their 
honest convictions regarding religion, because they not only 
sought personal freedom for the expressions of personal opin- 
ions, but sought it for every person in the world. But they 
were misunderstood and their intentions misinterpreted. They 
were accused of being dangerous men who desired to break 
down religion. A man as well informed as Theodore Roose- 
velt, in one of his books referred to Thomas Paine as a dirty 
little atheist. Mr. Paine declared all the way through his 
Age of Reason that he believed in one God and no more. He 
said that the Age of Reason was written to save France from 
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plunging head-long into atheism. But men who have taken 
an advanced stand regarding religion and the Bible have always 
been misunderstood, and that is the difficulty today. Our fine 
liberal religious leaders who seek to bring to the world a better 
and more humane religion are misunderstood and rashly criti- 
cised, condemned and charged with endeavoring to break 
down religion. Such is not the case. ‘They are only trying to 
make religion correspond with known facts and at heart are 
intensely religious and devout and interested in doing every- 
thing possible to make this a better world. The spirit of 
Thomas Jefferson and Thomas Paine and other leaders of 
like nature and character is needed today to assist in stemming 
the tide against traditionalism and irrationalism, manifesting 
their evil influence throughout the world at the present time. 

The world is not intellectually free and there is little or no 
freedom in religion. We are bound to the creeds and tradi- 
tions of other ages and prevented from seeking the truth. 
This is not as it should be.. Every one should be perfectly 
free to accept or reject any doctrine about religion or any 
other question relating to Biblical interpretation, and he 
should not be criticised or condemned. There should be no 
intellectual bondage and no barrier raised to prevent progres- 
siveness in religious thought. Liberal Christians do not ask 
for legislative restrictive measures to compel anyone to adopt 
what they teach or do not ask for measures to prevent any- 
body from teaching what he believes. They only ask for the 
right to think and freely express their thoughts from the plat- 
form, in the class-rooms and through the press. They ask 
no privileges and demand no rights that they are not willing 
to grant others. They want freedom for all. mankind and do 
not seek to prescribe what character of faith shall be taught 
or what shall not be taught. If what they teach is irrational, 


Do We Enjoy Intellectual Freedom in Religion? 69 


no one is compelled to accept it. If it appears reasonable, 
then it ought to be adopted, and there should be nothing to 
prevent it from being taught and accepted. Men ought to be 
free to choose their own faith and to worship God as they desire 
to do without interference from any source. 

Any sort of compulsion in religion is tyranny against a free 
mind. Compulsory chapel attendance at college does nothing 
but cheapen religion. If chapel exercises cannot be 
made so interesting and attractive that students will desire 
to attend, then such services are worthless. To compel a 
young person to attend any religious service against his will 
is to cultivate an antipathy to religion. To require special 
prescribed Bible courses does not have a tendency to culti- 
vate the highest respect for religion. Many people do not 
attend church today because they were compelled to attend 
when they were children and this compulsion created a distaste 
for such services. Liberal Christians only ask for the right 
to think. Some one has said: “He that cannot think is a fool. 
He that will not think is a bigot, and he that dare not think 
is a slave.” 

The emancipation of intellectual and religious slaves is the 
greatest duty of education today. If our present educational 
system is unable to do this, it is a failure. 


CHAPTER VI 
IS THE CHURCH AND ITS MINISTRY DOOMED? 


Every city and village is overchurched. There are villages 
of a thousand or twelve hundred population making a desper- 
ate effort to maintain five or six and often more separate and 
distinct denominational enterprises with the result that none 
of them receive sufficient financial backing to live in common 
decency and carry on an effective program. Each of these 
denominations claim that their sect has a legitimate excuse 
for its existence. Many act as if they thought that the world 
would be lost if their particular little sect did not continue to 
operate. Judging from their aggressiveness one might be led 
to imagine that they held a monopoly on all the truth of the 
world. They act and talk like they had made a great dis- 
covery which if adopted would be a panacea for all the social, 
economic, spiritual and educational ills of mankind. ‘They 
manifest an intolerance toward others and there is little or no 
co-operation in community enterprises. The writer of these 
words has seen ministers and churches in small villages, and 
often in large cities, resort to a competitive practice that would — 
not be countenanced at the present time in any commercial 
enterprise, and this was done with the idea of saving souls and 
bringing the kingdom of God to the world and fitting people 
for a heavenly kingdom after a while. They do not hesitate 
to proselyte members and seem to think that when they have 
stolen one out of another church that they have obtained a 
soul for the kingdom of God. This creates discord and ill 
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feeling and demonstrates conclusively that the churches are 
more concerned about building denominationalism and the 


‘sectarian spirit than they are interested in building a moral, 


social and intellectual fabric that will be conducive to the 
strengthening of the social consciousness that can become the 


_ backbone of civic and religious building. 


If the church is to be successful, it is necessary that the 
denominations first of all heal the putrid sores and differences 
that exist within their own ranks. If they cannot get together 
and work in harmony, it is useless to endeavor to bring others 
into church relationship. If the denominations in these small 
overchurched villages would forget their sectarian ideas and 
form a community organization and maintain one good church 
and support a minister in common decency, who had made 
ample preparation for his profession, they might hope to suc- 
ceed. This must be done in the near future or the church 
will decay and die. It is an economic waste and loss in men 
and buildings to support more church organizations in a com- 


munity than are actually required. In the majority of in- 


stances, one church building would suffice in these small towns 
and villages and it would be better for everyone concerned. 
‘The expense would not be as great, the minister could be paid 
a living salary, and would find it possible to buy books and 
subscribe for the necessary magazines and keep posted upon 
current problems, educate his children and would preach better 
sermons. ‘The average minister in the United States today 
receives less than $800 per year, and it is estimated that a 
family of five cannot be supported in a decent manner on less 
than $2,000 jannually. Ministers ‘in these small churches 
often are required to resort to some trade or work as a com- 
mon laborer to make ends meet and support their families in 
the manner they feel their duty. It is not to be wondered at 
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that the sermons are commonplace and do not get a good 
hearing. If one is to preach today he must have the oppor- 
tunity to study and bring new ideas in a forceful manner to 
the congregations. It is well known that many business men 
and farmers today are college and university graduates and do 
not care to hear a sermon unless it measures up to the 
standard of present day thinking. Many ministers in the 
smaller churches have not had the opportunity of college and 
seminary training, and have not learned to think. The fact 
is that often they are intellectual dullards. This is not abso- 
lutely due to the fact that they do not have good minds, but 
is due to the lack of training. Denominations must cease to 
be so much interested in expanding and building churches in 
communities and maintaining them where they are not needed, 
and must give more attention to the kind of men whom they 
permit to enter the ministry, and must see to it that an appli- 
cant for the ministry has had ample training to preach to edu- 
cated young men and women whom they will stand before on 
Sunday. The church today needs men who are preachers 
and not merely pastors who go from house to house and are 
capable of enjoying pink-tea parties, and who feel that they 
are rendering a direct service to Almighty God when they 
spend an afternoon visiting all the old ladies of the community 
and hearing all the gossip of the neighborhood. ‘The average 
_ pastoral work is an antiquated custom, and ought to be abol- 
ished. In fact, in the larger churches, little or none of this 
character of work is required, but the minister is expected to 
spend the major part of his time in the preparation of stimu- 
lating and educational messages that will stir the people to 
think and act. 

Less than fifty per cent of the people of the United States 
belong to any church, and fewer than this attend any religious 
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service. ‘This is not true because people do not believe in the 
church, but is due to the fact that the average church service 
has nothing to give. It is filled with form and ceremony and 
is without a message. People today go to church not merely 
to be inspired but to be instructed. They desire to hear a 
message that corresponds with the best thought that is being 
taught in the universities. They do not want the sermon to be 
as dry as dust, but they want it to measure up to modern 
ideals and standards. Wherever rational and thoughtful ser- 
mons are preached, it is not difficult to secure a good attend- 
ance. ‘There has never been a time in the history of the 
church when there was a greater opportunity than at the pres- 
ent, and there has never been a time when people were more 
anxious to hear a reasonable Gospel preached, but it must be 
acknowledged that the rank and file of men and women are 
discriminating and will not attend church merely because it 
has been taught as a duty. They go to get something, and 
unless they do find a message of helpfulness will not continue 
to waste their time in hearing the kind of messages that were 
preached three hundred years ago. This age demands that 
sermons shall be rational and correspond with present day 
situations. It is immaterial what Solomon and David, Abra- 
ham or Isaac did, what the world wants to know at the present 
time is how to influence young men to be better and teach 
them respect for law and order, and how to come into relation- 
ship with present day movements and utilize to the best possi- 
ble advantage all their capabilities and talents. 

\ Jf the church is to succeed in the future, more of an appeal 
must be made to young people. Multitudes of young men and 
young women do not attend any religious service and they 
cannot be seriously criticised, because the service is out of 
harmony with young ideals. Too many church services are 
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made to appeal only to gray heads. We have respect for old 
age and would not say anything to discredit it, but the beauty 
and hope of the world lies in young people. They must 
become the church leaders and the future leaders of national 
ideals. They must have the hearty support and encourage- 
ment of all present day leaders. 

Much is said at the present time regarding “flaming youth,” 
but notwithstanding all that is said, the young people of the 
present generation are as good, if not better, than the young 
folks of any other age the world has ever known. If the flap- 
per wants to bob her hair, wear short skirts, roll her stockings, 
use powder and paint, that is her business and she should not 
be-interfered with. Her grandmother and mother wore street- 
sweeping skirts, hoops and bustles and used musk. Give the 
young people of this age an opportunity to develop according 
to the ideals and customs of the time, and they will make 
good. Let them dance and have their parties and do not 
endeavor to deprive them of innocent amusement. ‘The church 
would fare far better if it would lift the ban on innocent 
amusements and enter into a spirit of hearty approval and sensi- 
ble supervision rather than to criticise and denounce our youth. 

The greatest folly exemplified in the churches today is the 
multiplicity of denominations and the various little sects that 
are in existence, and the lamentable thing about it is that they 
are not on the decrease but increase from year to year. I am 
of the opinion that before the churches can hope to make a 
very great impression on mankind and become the great 
influence they ought to be that first of all they must save 
theniselves. ‘There can be little excuse for a great denomina- 
tion being divided into seventeen separate and distinct organ- 
izations, and others existing with ten, twelve and fourteen 
different divisions. As far as a real and radical difference is 
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concerned many denominations have no legitimate business 
being divided as they are at the present time. ‘The Methodist 
bodies should unite. The Lutheran bodies have no right to 
stand apart, the Presbyterian bodies are so nearly alike that 
it seems almost like a crime for them not to unite into one 
great body and present a strong organization for the salvation 
of humanity. What reason can exist for the Baptist bodies. 
and the Christian churches not uniting into a strong body and 
in this manner prevent the duplication of churches in every 
village and city? It would be far better if all churches could 
get together and work in harmony and prevent the petty 
bickerings and strife and discord brought about by sectarian- 
ism. If this is not done, the churches will continue to decay 
and have less and less influence. Sectarianism is a damning 
influence, and is not Christian, and has done much harm to 
Christianity. If the churches save the world, denomination- 
alism must be jorgotten. 

The average denomination has more machinery than power 
with which to operate it. There is a duplication of secretaries 
and other officers who assume a dictatorial attitude, receive 
large salaries, and traveling expenses, eat and lodge at the best 
hotels and fare sumptuously, and their bills are paid by local 
congregations, while the local pastor strives to maintain him- 
self on a meager salary and serves as a bill collector for the 
Popes who, in the majority of instances, are parasitic. The 
writer does not assume or maintain that organizations are 
unnecessary, but he does know that there is an over organization 
in the churches, and that the system is economically wrong. 
Every organization needs a head, but it does not need more head 
than body. In churches with a Congregational polity, the 
State Superintendents and the secretaries often assume a dic- 
tatorial attitude that is on par with a Pope. Recently the 
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writer had occasion to ask one of these superintendents for a 
letter of recommendation and a reply was received immediately 
which read as follows: “Some of your best friends and some 
of the strongest supporters of our church have been somewhat 
grieved because they thought that you were too liberal. I 
do not believe that they objected to your position in matters 
such as that of miracles, etc., but they really doubted your 
sincere belief in the Deity of Jesus. Of course you know that 
I personally believe that everything in our Faith heads up in 
Jesus Christ and believe that ministers in our pulpits should 
not leave anyone in doubt as to their Faith in Him as the 
revelation of God and the redeemer of the world. If you 
care to write me and give me your position in this matter and 
it coincides fairly well with my own view, I will be most de- 
lighted to give you a hearty recommendation. On the other 
hand, I could not conscientiously give you a full and hearty 
endorsement without some additional light on the above mat- 
ter.” This is the sort of Pope that the local churches support 
and the pastors must cater to if they anticipate any help. 
The particular denomination in question speaks fluently and 
eloquently about its modernism and progressive thought, but 
permits a state superintendent to become autocratic and assume 
authority to tell ministers that their faith must fairly well 
coincide with what he believes or they cannot anticipate assist- 
ance from him. The autonomy of the local church must be 
preserved and the increasing tendency toward a centralized 
power must be prevented. ‘The local church should not be 
dominated by any outside influence, but should be perfectly 
free to transact business and maintain such form of worship 
and hear the kind of sermons and lectures that make a per- 
sonal appeal to the local membership. Centralization means 
the defeat of freedom in religion and makes the membership 
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of the local church slaves to the desires of a few people who 
assume to have authority to dictate in all policies regarding 
belief. If the local church membership cannot take care of its 
own business then the organization is not worthy of existence 
and ought to be abandoned. The modern church must free 
itself from autocratic power of every character, and confes- 
sions of faith, creeds, dogma and infallibility must have no 
part in its government. ‘The membership of such a church 
must possess personal freedom to believe or disbelieve, and 
must not be intimidated into accepting any statement of faith 
that does not coincide with reason and their own conscience. 

But the centralization of power is not the only thing to be 
feared. The establishment of a religious oligarchy with auto- 
cratic power in the local congregation will be detrimental to 
the influence and power of the church and cause it to fail to 
attract free minds. The church therefore should be careful 
in its election of officers and not permit a clique or clan of any 
character to obtain control. New blood among the officials 
will assist materially in preventing matters getting into a rut. 
The local congregation ‘often needs new conceptions and 
ideals and methods. 

If the church is to succeed it must become modernized not 
only in faith, but in business practice. This modernization 
will make it a more effective organization and cause it to 
measure up to the economic situations confronting men in 
every day commercial enterprises. It is a mistake to believe 
that the business of the church can be carried on successfully 
differently from that of any other organization. Church mem- 
bers should feel a personal responsibility regarding the finan- 
cial situations of the church in the same manner that business 
men do with their business. If the church of the future is to 
become more effective than the church of the past has been 


78 Liberal Religion 


it must discontinue its antiquated ways of transacting busi- 
ness. The ministers must be paid, and their salaries must be 
paid on time so that they may be able to meet their financial 
obligations and not be embarrassed. The author of these 
pages knows churches that never pay their minister the full 
amount of salary their contract stipulates shall be paid for his 
services, and no one seems to feel any personal obligation 
regarding it because it is a church debt. No doubt they 
imagine that the Gospel is free. This sort of thing has had 
a tendency to prevent many fine young men from entering the 
ministry. 

The church is not more divine than any other good organiza- 
tion that has for its motto service to mankind. Indeed, it is 
very human and subject to all the frailties and inconsistencies 
and failures of mankind. The church that cannot meet its 
financial obligations ought to have honor enough to discon- 
tinue its services. Any institution that cannot find ample 
support to keep going without becoming a burden certainly 
has no right to exist. There are hundreds of small churches 
throughout the country that are a liability to the community 
instead of an asset, and have no right to live. In fact, many 
churches could be closed and remain forever closed without 
the kingdom of God suffering violence or the community in 
which they exist suffering any loss that would prove detrimen- 
tal to the welfare of any number of people. The saving of 
souls in the unbusiness manner that many church organiza- 
tions attempt to do it proves a financial obligation that ought 
not to be imposed upon the few who must carry the burden. 

The small country church is destined to failure. The ten- 
dency is toward larger churches, and the small churches must 
either become community churches and three or four unite 
and forget their denominational connection and association or 
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these communities will be churchless. It is well known that 
automobiles are taking many people away from the small vil- 
lage church, who, if they had a well trained minister, would 
attend services at home. It is a matter of self preservation and 
community pride for the churches to amalgamate and train 
their young people at home and thus prevent them from drift- 
ing to the larger centers. There are many well educated min- 
isters who would be glad of an opportunity to serve such a 
congregation if they were assured sufficient support. Such 
churches could support as good a minister as any city church 
can afford and do it much easier than they can maintain three 
or four separate and distinct societies. This seems to me to 
be the only feasible plan to save the country church. Such a 
plan would cause many people, who now have no interest in the 
churches because of their bickering and strife, to unite with 
them and give hearty support to a movement that was for the 
best interests of the community. Community consciousness 
is essential today and must be the predominating ideal in all 
societies. Methodism and Presbyterianism and all other isms 
must be forgotten, and the community served and denomina- 
tional interests put aside. 

But before this can be done churches must be willing to sur- 
render their peculiar doctrines and be ready to hear a Gospel 
that corresponds to modern ideals. Probably baptism and 
the Sacrament of the Lord’s Supper would need to be abolished. 
They are antiquated customs that are borrowed from heathen 
religions and cannot be recognized as having anything to do 
with salvation. 

Baptism is not original with Christianity, but is a very 
ancient custom and was extensively practiced by many Orien- 
tal people. It has been administered in a variety of forms 
and with various elements. It is said that water baptism was 
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practiced by the followers of Zoroaster, the Romans, Egyptians 
and Hindus practiced it. So it is readily seen that it is not 
a modern custom, and in all its forms it has been appropriated 
by Christians and could not have originated with them. ‘The 
ancients believed that water purified both the soul and the 
body. The body from filth and the soul from sin. The an- 
cient Mexicans, Persians and Hindus practiced baptizing chil- 
dren soon after they were born. ‘The water used for this pur- 
pose was called water of regeneration. The Romans bap- 
tized the girls on the eighth day and the boys on the ninth day. 

Many of the heathen religions have the same legends regard- 
ing baptism as is held by Christians. It has been related that 
‘when Jesus was baptized that a dove descended and lighted 
on his head. ‘This same idea is held by nearly all the ancients. 
They have many traditions regarding the descent of a dove 
upon the recipients of some religious ceremony. It is reported 
that at the death of Polycarp, Semiramis Caesar and others 
that a spirit was seen to leave the body in bodily shape like a 
dove and ascend to heaven. Some of the heathen used this 
form in baptizing their applicants: “O Lord, this man is im- 
pure, like the mud of this stream; but do thou cleanse and 
deliver his soul from sin as the water cleanses the body.” They 
believed that the water contained a purifying effect. They 
also held that certain rivers held healing or purifying virtues. 
They had their holy rivers, holy water and sacred pools. ‘The 
Hindus resorted to the Ganges, the Egyptians to the Nile, the 
Chaldeans to the Euphrates, the Greeks to the Holy Lustral 
water, and the Jews and Christians to the Jordan. 

We find in our study of this question that four forms of 
baptism have been taught—baptism by water, baptism by fire, 
baptism for the dead, and baptism by the Holy Ghost. 

Baptism by fire was anciently taught and practiced. There 
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were various forms of baptizing by fire. The applicant was 
required to run through blazing streams of fire in order to gain 
immortality. If they survived the ordeal they were saved, 
and if they died it was supposed that they were also saved. 
This custom prevailed in India, Chaldea and Syria. It seems 
that the custom is also taught in the Christian Bible. Isaiah 
43:2 says, “When thou walkest through fire thou shalt not be 
burned.” Matt. 3:11, “He shall baptize with the Holy Ghost 
and with fire.” So it is seen that this form of baptism was 
taught by the ancients and recognized in the Bible. We often 
wonder why Christians do not try it. 

Graves, in speaking of baptism for the dead, says: “It was 
customary among the Hindus and other nations to postpone 
baptism till near the supposed terminus of life, in order that 
the ablution might extinguish all the sins and misdeeds of the 
subject’s earthly probation. But it sometimes happened that 
men and women were killed, or died unexpectedly, before the 
rite was administered. And as it would not do for these unfor- 
tunate souls to be deprived of the benefit of this soul-saving 
ordinance, the custom was devised of baptizing the defunct 
body, or more commonly some living person in its stead. The 
method of executing the latter expedient, according to St. 
Chrysostom, was to place some living person under the bed or 
couch on which the corpse was reclining, when the defunct was 
asked if he would be baptized. The living man, responding 
for the dead, answered in the affirmative. The corpse was 
then taken and dipped in a vessel prepared for the purpose.” 
This practice is hinted at by Paul in I. Cor. 15:29, “Else what 
shall they do which are baptized for the dead, if the dead rise 
not at all.” If our Fundamentalist friends believe all the 
Bible, why do they not practice it and follow the custom of 
baptizing for the dead? If one form of baptism is essential 
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to salvation, it would seem that all forms would likewise be 
necessary. It is a fact that even the Fundamentalists do not 
believe all the Bible and do not practice its teachings. They 
believe and practice what they want to and no more. ‘They 
use passages here and there to bolster up some doctrine and 
forget the parts they do not want to accept. They likewise 
know that it is not inerrent and that all the practices taught 
in the Bible cannot be followed. 

John the Baptist seemed to recognize baptism by water, 
fire and the Holy Ghost, Matt. 3:11. Baptism by the Holy 
Ghost is believed quite prevalently by many people today. It 
is often that we hear people speak of being blessed by the 
Holy Ghost or receiving a second blessing, being sanctified, 
speaking with tongues. If any of these folks will show me 
how such a so-called blessing brings about a better life, assists 
one to a higher appreciation of the good and beautiful, how it 
causes one to love art, music, literature, science, religion more, 
then I am willing to make application for as many blessings 
as are obtainable, but until they can show by their works and 
ability to appreciate good things more than others do, I shall 
continue to consider it as a mere emotionalism. If emotion- 
alism and superstition were banished, some people would have 
little religion left. 

Water baptism has been quite prevalently believed and prac- 
ticed by heathens and Christians. We find that three forms 
of water baptism have been advocated, and all the parties are 
certain that their form is the only right one. Baptism by 
sprinkling, pouring on and by immersion are the forms usually 
sanctioned by Christian churches today. Some denomina- 
tions baptize the applicant three times face forward. ‘This is 
done in the name of the Father, Son and Holy Ghost. Churches 
have been founded upon the principle of baptism and hold that 
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it is essential to salvation and is required as a test for church 
membership. Is water baptism so essential that one must go 
through with the ceremony in order to be recognized as a Chris- 
tian? What good does it do to be baptized? What good does 
it do to have a little water sprinkled on the head of an infant 
or an adult or what efficacy is there in being plunged under 
the water? Is one better after the ceremony than he was 
before? Some will tell you that sprinkling is the only thing 
necessary and then another comes along who insists that im- 
mersion is the only mode. Who can be certain which method 
is right or which is wrong? Who knows positively that any 
method is necessary? Catholic and protestant Christians 
alike teach that baptism is essential to salvation. 

Why should a church have authority to impose an ancient 
heathen custom upon applicants for church membership and 
exclude unbaptized persons from the kingdom of God? It 
might seem unnecessary to mention such questions today, but 
the fact remains that this custom is taught and insisted upon 
and is a requirement in many communions. Does it seem 
possible that God would bar a good moral man or woman 
out of heaven on account of failure to be baptized? Is God 
so unjust as to forever punish one of his children for refusal 
to accept this ordinance of the church? 

Baptism should not be practiced in the modern church, 
because it is not unifying. It divides Christians and does not 
bring harmony. Anything that does not adequately work for 
harmony and unity among God’s people cannot be regarded 
as necessary. Baptism ought to be eliminated as a require- 
ment for church membership. Let those who want it insist 
upon receiving the rite by any mode acceptable to them, but 
let it not be a requirement to enter heaven. I would receive 
any good moral person into the communion of my church, 


84 Liberal Religion 


whether they had received baptism or not, and if their con- 
science told them that baptism by immersion was essential, I 
would so baptize them, or if they wanted to be sprinkled I 
would do it for them, not that I believe it is essential to sal- 
vation, but every person should be satisfied in his own con- 
science. Conscience is the greatest authority in religion. It 
is the only authority. 3 

Ralph Waldo Emerson resigned his pulpit rather than con- 
tinue the administration of the Sacrament of the Lord’s Sup- 
per, and many other ministers of that day administered it with 
misgivings. ‘There are many ministers today to whom the 
rite makes no appeal and they administer it only because their 
congregations require it and not because they have a personal 
desire to engage in such a service. It is meaningless to them 
and they are glad when the last amen is said. 

If I understand the teaching of the church regarding this 
ordinance, it is that the sacrament is to be kept as a perpetual 
memorial and is interpreted by some that it shall be kept until 
Jesus comes to the earth again. The disciples imagined that 
Jesus would soon return, and there are many churches that 
‘teach the second coming of Jesus to the world. But there is 
no evidence that he will come to this world again. He left 
the world in the same manner that any other human soul did, 
and there is no evidence in the Bible or elsewhere to justify 
the belief that he will return and set up a kingdom and rule 
over it for a thousand years. 

The churches are divided regarding the meaning of the doc- 
trine, and this division is an argument against it. If it is 
necessary and if he established it there ought to be no mis- 
understanding regarding how it shall be observed. Some teach 
the doctrine of transubstantiation, which is that the bread and 
the wine in the Eucharist is changed into the real body and 
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blood of Jesus Christ. This seems so absurd that it is a 
marvel that any intelligent person could accept it as true. It 
would mean the working of a miracle again and again. 

There are other denominations that teach the doctrine of 
consubstantiation, which is that while the bread and the wine 
are not literally changed into the real body and blood of Jesus, 
yet his body and blood are literally present, and literally 
received by the communicants. This is hardly less objection- 
able than the doctrine of transubstantiation. 

There are still other churches that object to both of these 
doctrines, and teach that the wine and the bread only have a 
symbolical meaning, and are mere emblems. 

It can be readily seen that like baptism, the Sacrament of 
the Lord’s Supper, instead of having an unifying and harmon- 
izing effect with a tendency to bring Christians closer together, 
creates a diversity of beliefs and interpretations. But this is 
not the only objection to the ordinance. Churches are not 
agreed upon who may partake of the ‘rite. Some of the 
denominations exclude everyone who does not belong to their 
particular fold. ‘This seems irrational, because it is called 
the Lord’s Supper and the Lord’s Table, and if such is truly 
the case, it would seem that all Christian people ought to com- 
mune at the same table. 

A doctrine that can bring about such a diversity of inter- 
pretations and divisions certainly never was intended or sanc- 
tioned by Jesus. 

It would be a marvelous achievement if the communion 
service could unify Christians so that all denominations could 
sit at the same table and forget their differences and manifest 
the real spirit of genuine Christianity. If the communion 
service cannot do this for Christians, it is worth nothing and 
ought not to be observed. The modern church of the future 
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will not observe this service unless it can be that all good 
people can commune together and none be excluded. 

The modern church will disregard all practices and customs 
and traditions that have a tendency to be divisive instead of 
unifying. 

The church and its ministry are in danger of being doomed 
unless there is a concerted and perservering effort made to 
modernize the church and modernize the pulpit. The day 
has arrived when immaterial and non-essential doctrines must 
be eliminated and give place to more rational and modern 
ideals. 

The church is worth saving. The ministry is worth saving, 
but before they can be saved, they must bring a saving mes- 
sage to mankind, who is patiently and anxiously waiting for a 
modern church with a message that is in accord with twentieth 
century ideals. This sort of church will win, and will experi- 
ence no difficulty in getting an intelligent hearing. 


CHAPTER VII 
IS PRAYER EVER ANSWERED? 


Perhaps no other question is more thoroughly misunder- 
stood than prayer. Around this word cluster traditions and 
customs as old as man. Prayer has been universally recog- 
nized as a means of grace and worship, and if rightly inter- 
preted is a beautiful custom and no rationally thinking person 
would desire to deprive anyone of the privilege. If prayer 
brings comfort and happiness and serves any good purpose it 
should not be discouraged. Men everywhere have recognized 
and believed in some form of prayer. This is true not only 
of those who accept the Christian religion, but heathens believe 
in prayer as well. Men in all ages have believed that they 
only needed to ask for what they desired and their God was 
powerful and perfectly able to grant any request. Such per- 
fect confidence is commendable even though not well founded. 

Prayer has its misconception in the kind of God in whom 
the petitioner believes. Men think of God as a person, like 
a human being, with hands and feet, eyes and ears, posssesed 
of all the faculties that we know that persons possess. But 
He is not that kind of creature. He is not a man sitting on a 
throne watching over the world and commending the good that 
is done and denouncing the wrongs that are committed. God 
is a spirit and it is doubtful whether anybody can define him. 
It might be as well for us to acknowledge that we do not know 
what God is. There is no doubt that there are as many 
ideas and opinions about God as there are people in the world. 
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Kach of us think a little differently about His characteristics 
and personality and manifestations to the world. 

The idea of prayer comes from our impressions of God as 
a man who thinks, feels, resolves, acts and sees, hears and is 
interested in his wordly subjects, men and women and cattle 
on a thousand hills. The Bible tells us that not a sparrow 
falls to the ground unnoticed by him. He sees everything 
and hears everything. 

With such impressions of God, it is not to be wondered at 
that men imagine that He can hear prayer and answer them. 
People have been taught to believe this as a fact and their 
early traditional training is not easily forsaken. 

We hear much said about prayer being answered, but sel- 
dom hear anything about the prayers that go unanswered. 
If it were possible to make a list of answered and unanswered 
prayer, we would discover that the latter is far greater than 
the former. People like to relate their successes but seldom 
like to talk about their defeats and failures. Many like to 
believe that their prayers have been answered by a divine 
power, but if they were to think somewhat about the matter 
would conclude that they would have received the same bles- 
sings without uttering any sort of prayer. Certain matters 
happen and others fail to come to pass, but there is always a 
reason why they happen or do not occur. It is unreasonable to 
believe that any unseen power or influence outside of man 
himself can have anything to do with causing any event to 
occur. ‘The best prayer any one can pray is to ask God to 
help, and then to go and do what you want done, because if 
you do not, nothing will come to pass. The way to get an 
answer to prayer is by personal action. 

Fred Douglas, a negro slave said, “I prayed and I prayed for 
de Lawd to delibber me from slavery, but he nebber delib- 
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bered me till I made de dust fly with my heels.” Another 
old negro said he prayed and prayed for de good Lawd to send 
him a turkey, but de Lawd nebber answered dat prayer, and 
den I prayed good Lawd send dis old nigger to a turkey and 
de Lawd answered dat prayer right away. Prayer is never 
answered without personal action on the part of the petitioner. 
It is impossible that men can sit around and fold their arms 
and make requests to God to grant blessings that they ought 
to help themselves in obtaining. In this respect prayer is like 
too much charity, it pauperizes an individual rather than 
assists him. 

Many prayers are absolutely sacrilegious. Within the last 
few years, a certain foot-ball team always had a prayer-meet- 
ing before the game, and of course, asked God to give them 
strength and victory. A minister of a large college church 
used to take the foot-ball team into his church and have a 
season of prayer with them during the week some time in 
order to fit them to meet their antagonists on the gridiron. 
Is it possible that God Almighty is interested in foot-ball 
games to the extent that he would take sides? Such prayers 
are not answered by God. The team that plays the best game 
and demonstrates its ability to think and act quickly usually 
gets the ball over the goal, and the weak team, though it did 
ask God for victory, is usually defeated. Napoleon used to 
say that God is on the side of the strongest battalions. 

In war time the people are requested to ask divine favor 
and pray to God for victory. During the World War, Ger- 
many prayed for victory, and the Allies prayed for victory. 
Which side was God for and did he answer the prayers of any- 
body? It was not a question of God taking sides or inter- 
fering, but it was a question of fighting, a question of morale, 
guns, ammunition and strength and generalship. To believe 
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that God would answer such prayers is to place him on par 
with the selfishness of man. 

God could not answer prayer if he wanted to without show- 
ing partiality. Here we see a picnic party praying that the 
sky will be clear and the sun shine brightly, and a farmer 
across the way wants rain for his corn or wheat crop that is 
suffering for lack of moisture. Which prayer will God 
answer? Who will he bless with his divine favor? ‘The fact 
is that God neither hears nor answers such prayers. They 
are a waste of time and amount to nothing, and demonstrate 
that the petitioners believe in a God of selfishness. 

There is nothing under the sun that men have not asked 
God to do. They imagine that he is interested in their foot- 
ball games, that he is concerned in their wars, that he can 
send rain and cause it to cease to rain, that he can send clouds 
and winds, and bring clear weather if they request him to do 
it. According to the idea of some people, God can heal the 
sick if they ask him to do it, feed and clothe the orphans, and 
do every other unreasonable thing because prayer is uttered 
asking or requesting that he do it. This places prayer in the 
same category with superstition. In fact the majority of 
prayers are mere superstitions and nothing more and cannot 
be answered. 

It is impossible that God can change the universality of law 
and interfere with the laws of nature merely because of 
requests made by designing people, who are interested in bring- 
ing to pass some selfish motive. Everything in this world is 
governed by law set into motion from the beginning of time, 
and this law is unchangeable. There is not the remotest cor- 
ner of the immeasurable infinities of space that is not subiect 
to this perfect and orderly arrangement. From the tiniest 
atom to the most majestic planet, this law operates day and 
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night without change or variation. It is too stupendous to 
comprehend with finite mind and too majestic and perfect to 
imagine that anything could be better. The planets are held 
in space by it, the seasons governed and controlled through 
its influence, and nothing ever did or ever can happen that is 
not directly influenced by it. To ask God to change these 
laws to suit the whims of persons wanting something different 
is to ask God to cease to be and to become a changeable creature 
like man. It rains because the atmospheric conditions are. 
right, and it fails to rain when these conditions are not right. 
We grow ill and often die when we disobey some command- 
ment of this perfect law. The crops germinate and grow 
when conditions are favorable and no prayer uttered can change 
this law. It is unchangeable and was placed in operation for 
the good of ail alike. John Fiske says that “God can act in 
only one way, because he is not whimsical or capricious, but 
perfectly wise and knows just what he wants to do and how 
to act.”” The law of planetary motion, the law of gravitation 
and the law of evolution are exemplifications of the principles 
to which God conforms his life. These forces have always 
been in operation and they have never changed. If they were 
changed for a moment, the machinery of the universe would 
be stopped, and life would be snuffed out instantaneously. If 
the prayers of some people had been answered there would be 
no world, for an answer to their prayers would have repealed 
and nullified all natural law. 

If prayer could be answered in the manner many people 
want it done, it would be a dangerous weapon or influence to 
trust them with. It would cause more hardships and blood- 
shed than war, pestilence, cyclones, floods, hurricanes and 
devastation of any other character. Any influence so power- 
ful as prayer is said to be is not intended to be for men to 
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use as indiscreetly as they are prone to use other powerful 
agents, and we have no assurance that such power would not 
be abused. It is well that there is a perfect law governing 
all parts of the universe and with which man can have nothing 
to do with changing. If prayer could influence God to make 
any deviation in these laws, we woul!d live in a world of chance, 
and the orderly manner in which seasons come and go and the 
various changes of life take place would make every event in 
life a happen so. As it is, we can explain and partially under- 
stand all natural phenomena, but to have it otherwise we 
would be without chart or compass and sail out upon the sea 
of misunderstanding and not know what port we had left or 
where we were to arrive. We would be in a helpless and 
hopeless condition. Prayer would do more harm than good, 
if every person could have an answer to his prayer. 

Is prayer ever answered? ‘There are multitudes who will 
answer yes, and there are likewise many others who will say 
no. We know that many prayers are not answered, and some 
of us do not know that prayer is ever answered. ‘There are 
many who believe that prayer for the sick is answered directly 
by God, that he in some mysterious manner intervenes and 
brings about the recovery of health. This is hardly possible, 
that is, that there is some outside influence which is recog- 
nized and called God that has anything to do with the situa- 
tion. There is a greater God residing within the intelligence 
of man than any outside influence which we call God. ‘There 
is no power that is greater than mind. It is the most magnifi- 
cent influence in the world. It is through the power of mind 
that every worth-while accomplishment in life is consummated. 
Mind builds, paints pictures, plays music, thinks, feels, acts 
and reasons. There is no limit to the possibilities of mind. 
Man can do anything he wants to do. He can accomplish 
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anything he believes is possible. ‘The most powerful influence 
in the world is the sub-conscious mind, and when it once 
becomes active, it carries everything before it like a cyclone. 
In the majority of prayers for the sick where recovery is said 
to have occurred the result of mind coming into harmony with 
mind caused the cure to be effected. It is either a conscious 
or sub-conscious or auto suggestion that gains possession of 
the individual, and the moment it begins to operate, there is 
an immediate result. Certainly the ill get well in this man- 
ner, but it should not be attributed to any outside influence 
or to God or answer to prayer as prayer is ordinarily under- 
stood. Suggestion is a potent force for good or evil. If its 
influence is not misdirected, it can accomplish much good. 
The average prayer is a mere suggestion, an auto suggestion 
ordinarily, which, if believed and acted upon, or which causes 
the individual uttering such prayer to believe that his request 
will be granted, will do much to bring about the desired result. 
If prayer through these suggestions causes one to be stimu- 
lated and encouraged to do what he otherwise might not be 
able to attempt or accomplish, it is worth while and should 
not be discouraged. But let it be understood that he has not 
influenced God to do anything, that he has only stimulated 
his own capabilities, talents and powers to act in the right 
direction. Every soul possesses much dormant ability and 
power that only needs to be recognized to accomplish what 
might seem impossible. This interpretation of prayer seems 
rational, and is one to which no one can object and one in 
which everyone can engage. 

Many folks who pray earnestly and fervently do it by rote 
and in a formal manner and seldom anticipate any results. 
A very religious old lady was displeased with a mountain that 
stood in front of her home and obstructed her view, and remem- 
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bering the passage of Scripture which said, “If ye have faith as 
a grain of mustard seed, ye shall say unto this mountain, 
Remove hence to yonder place; and it shall remove; and 
nothing is impossible unto you,” prayed earnestly for the 
mountain to be removed. She retired to her bed and slept 
all night, and, upon rising the next morning, saw the old 
mountain standing majestically in its usual place, and she 
remarked, “Just as I expected.” The average prayer is not 
different from this one. If mountains are to be levelled, it 
must be done by picks and steam shovels, and the strong arms 
of men. We are blessed with ability and talent to work and 
this ability must be used instead of asking divine Providence 
to do for us what we can accomplish ourselves. 

Prayers are answered when we do it ourselves. If the sick 
are healed, it can be done through one of the several thera- 
peutic agents men have discovered. A physician who admin- 
isters by any method to the alleviation of pain and suffering 
and brings back to health the sick one is praying a fine prac- 
tical prayer and one that is usually answered. If the poor are 
to be cared for and orphans fed and clothed, it is worse than 
useless to pray for God to do it, because no answer will be 
forthcoming. Such prayers can be answered by changing cer- 
tain economic conditions and making possible employment for 
all persons who are capable of doing work. God cannot send 
angels to feed the hungry and clothe the naked, unless he finds 
it possible to make an angel out of some good man or woman 
who will dedicate their time, influence, talent and finance to 
the alleviation of distress. Those who are engaged in this 
character of work are praying the finest prayers and see an 
immediate answer. An old deacon of the church prayed long 
and loud for the Lord to send a load of wood to the widow 
woman on the hill, to send her some meat and groceries and 
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many other necessities of life. After the prayer was over his 
little son said, “Dad don’t you think it would be a fine thing 
for you to help God answer that prayer of yours?” ‘The 
deacon took the hint and took a load of wood, groceries and 
other necessities to that home. He answered his own prayer. 
This is the only manner in which prayér can be answered. If 
prayer stimulates one to go out into the world and do acts of 
kindliness, gentleness, generosity, charity and creates an unsel- 
fish spirit, and does not depend upon God to do what you 
ought to do yourself, it is a worthy example and ought to be 
engaged in more frequently than is done today. 

Emerson said, “Prayer is looking at life from the highest 
point of view.” Bayard Taylor said, “Labor is the truest 
prayer.” If prayer is meditation and the sincere desire of 
the soul to come into the larger and fuller blessings, the larger 
and more useful life, if it is dedication to a life of service, it 
is beautiful, and a principle in which everyone ought to believe. 

But the average individual does not regard prayer in the 
manner just mentioned. The rank and file of people act like 
they imagined that all they needed to do is to make a request 
to God and that it will be immediately answered. When floods 
have devastated different parts of the world, the churches 
prayed earnestly for God to bless the stricken people, but their 
audible prayers amounted to nothing. It was not until pro- 
visions, clothing and money were sent that those prayers had 
any significance. When President McKinley was shot, multi- 
tudes of prayers went up in his behalf, but they had no effi- 
cacy. When President Garfield lay dying, many prayers were 
said in his behalf, but they did not save his life. Prayers of 
such nature are well intended and demonstrate a beautiful 
spirit of sympathy, but are not effective in results. 

In 1872 Professor Tyndall challenged the church to prove 
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its belief in the efficacy of prayer. He suggested that two 
wards be filled with an equal number of patients afflicted with 
the same diseases, and as far as possible in the same physical 
condition. One ward was to be cared for by reputable physi- 
cians and the other was to be cared for by the clergymen and 
‘church members who believed in the efficacy of prayer, and 
no other means should be employed except prayer. ‘The other 
ward. was to be removed entirely from all religious influence 
and cared for by no other means except physical or material 
remedies. A carefully tabulated report was to be submitted, 
together with recoveries, deaths, but the church members 
would not accept the challenge. Many say they believe in 
prayer until they face disease or death and then they apply to 
a physician. I knew a Christian Science practitioner who 
often resorted to material means when she was ill, but she 
always told her patients that prayer was sufficient. 

Many good people are losing faith in the old form of prayer. 
Prayer meetings in many churches have been discontinued 
and no harm resulted to the church. However, the same old 
prayers are often heard at the Sunday morning service, and 
they have no meaning to many people. In fact, I have ob- 
served that some do not come to church until after they think 
the preliminary services have been completed. This is not 
due to the fact that they disbelieve absolutely in prayer, but 
do not like ceremony and the routine, the formality and same- _ 
ness found so often in the church services. 

The men who used to attend prayer meeting now go to the 
Rotary, Lions, Kiwanis, Civitan and Commercial clubs, and 
do not waste their time and are not bored like they were in 
the mid-week service at church. Women attend clubs of like 
nature and are really accomplishing a work that is helpful to 
mankind. Organizations of this character act instead of 
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doing so much praying to God to do what ought to be done. 
The farmer about his work, sowing, planting and harvesting 
his crops, attending to his flocks and herds is engaged in pray- 
ing an effective prayer that brings happiness and comfort to 
the world; the teacher in the school-room giving instruction 
that will fit and qualify young people for effective and efficient 
work in art, music, literature, architecture and the various 
professions of life is praying one of the most beautiful prayers; 
the professional nurse who goes about the community bring- 
ing to health again those who are ill is praying a prayer that 
has significance and one that is essential; the minister in the 
pulpit, who preaches helpful sermons that stimulate thought 
and action, sermons that are instructive and moder, is pray- 
ing a better prayer in this manner than he can read out of his 
prayer book. In fact, whoever is engaged in any occupation 
that has for its object the benefit of the world is offering the 
finest prayer that can be prayed and one that will secure an 
answer. Whoever sows good seed may anticipate a harvest. 
Beautiful results attend such prayers. The writer of these 
words does not attempt to discourage effective prayer, but 
delights in it and wishes that more people would pray in such 
a manner that the world might be made better from day to 
day, however he does not believe that God can be persuaded 
to do anything for us. Whatever is accomplished must be 
done through the efforts of intellect, brain and brawn and 
muscle and applied and concentrated effort on the part of the 
individual desiring to see something come to pass. It is 
unworthy to ask God to do for us what we can do ourselves. 
We have been blessed with talent and ability that ought to 
be used in an effective manner. When we ask God to do for 
us anything that we can accomplish without his assistance, we 
become beggars and pauperize the soul. The most beautiful 
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prayer is not one that is uttered with words addressed to God 
asking him to do something, but consists of a series of acts of 
service and love, goodness and mercy intended to bring happi- 
ness and joy to our fellowman. Personally, I should be pleased 
to have all the world unite in a prayer of good-will, good-cheer, 
and peace on earth; for freedom and liberty, for truth and 
righteousness, for justice and equity, for toleration and reason- 
able thinking; but it is realized that such blessings cannot 
come by merely asking God to send them to the world. They 
can and will come when men become unselfish and believe in 
the Brotherhood of Man, when peace and harmony is not 
desired for one community or fellowship only, but when it is 
desired for all mankind. Prayer can effectively change the 
world when man is willing to change himself. Man can remake 
himself and remake the world, but he must accomplish it by 
associating himself with all the good influences exemplified by 
good men everywhere. He should not pray to God to do it, 
but ought to go out into the world with a spirit of love and 
devotion and determination that he has God in his own soul, 
that he possesses divinity and power and can see brought to 
pass the fondest desires of his heart. Coleridge expresses a 
beautiful thought in the following lines: 


“He prayeth best who loveth best 
All things, both great and small; 

For the dear God, who loveth us, 
He made and loveth all.” 


CHAPTER VIII 
DO WE NEED ICONOCLASTS IN RELIGION? 


The Source Book Encyclopedia defines iconoclasts as fol- 
lows: “Iconoclasts, the party in the early Christian Church 
that objected to the presence and adoration of images in the 
house of worship. In the sixth century the images of martyrs 
and saints, placed in the churches as a remembrance began to 
be worshiped, incense being offered in their honor and lights 
being burned before them. In the eighth century a strong 
sentiment was created against the use of images in worship, 
and a reform party, called Iconoclasts, arose, which declared 
that the Christians had fallen into idolatry. Leo III, Eastern 
Roman Emperor, was a zealous Iconoclast, and in 726 he 
ordered the people to abstain from the worship of images, 
whose destruction he decreed. The Bishop of Rome opposed 
Emperor Leo, besides cutting off from communication with 
the Western Church all Iconoclastic churches. The contro- 
versy lasted over a century. In 842 a council at Constanti- 
nople sanctioned the worship of images in the Greek Church. 
In its present use, the term refers to one who attacks cherished 
beliefs and ideas.” 

It is in this latter sense that we desire to consider the ques- 
tion in this chapter. It is a well known fact that all the image 
worshipers have not lived in the past. We have many of them 
with us today. To cherish any belief or idea without suffi- 
cient proof or evidence is nothing short of image worship. 
No one can justly claim the right to worship anything or force 
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his opinions regarding it upon others unless there is evidence 
to justify its acceptance. Belief is false when not founded 
upon conclusive facts. ‘To believe anything because it has 
been taught and accepted in the past is no evidence that it is 
right. Very often majorities are wrong and minorities are 
right. Many principles have been taught as facts which have 
eventually been proven false. A belief can be as much of an 
image as an idol or anything else. To cherish a belief or idea — 
is to engage in false worship, unless the belief and idea cor- 
responds to known fact. Many people bow down to prescribed 
beliefs and creeds and worship the things taught in them, who 
would suffer the loss of their lives before they would bow to 
an image of brass, stone or any other material thing, but they 
cherish their beliefs as reverently as any idol worshiper would 
his idol God. 

The iconoclast, like infidels, skeptics, Higher Critics of the 
Bible, and others who have taken an advanced stand on many 
questions, have been misunderstood. ‘They have been charged — 
with an endeavor to break down society, religion, and every 
noble principle in life. This is a mistake. What iconoclasts 
seek is to cause cherished beliefs to correspond with history, 
science and modern ideals. He does not seek to destroy 
merely because he enjoys it, but because he seeks to know the 
truth. He seeks the destruction of error and superstition, 
ignorance and tradition and principles and ideals that are 
damaging to material, moral and intellectual progress. 

All progress is more or less iconoclastic in its nature. Old 
things must pass away and all things must be made new. 
Progress has not come to the world in any other manner and 
cannot come by any other method. This is the law of progress 
and is as unalterable as the law of the Medes and Persians. 
Many things must change in order to give place to modern 
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movements and ideals that more adequately fit into the present 
state of affairs. Lumbermen go into the forests, which required 
hundreds of years for nature to place so beautifully upon the 
hills and mountains, and in a short time every tree is felled 
to the ground. It would be ruthless if they were permitted to 
lie there and decay without being used for some good purpose, 
but they are taken to the saw-mill and manufactured into 
lumber and the lumber is used in the construction of homes, 
college and library buildings, commercial houses for the tran- 
saction of business, ships for conveying freight and passenger 
traffic. ‘The beautiful trees have not been destroyed, but have 
been utilized to a nobler and better purpose. They might 
have continued to stand for centuries, but would have done no 
good except to'lend enchantment and beauty to the landscape. 
Their being manufactured into lumber was not a force of 
destruction, but one of utilization. The trees were not 
destroyed but transformed into avenues of blessings. Another 
example is the growth and development of villages and cities. 
Here is a small village on the Western prairie. In an early 
day, its buildings and streets served all the purposes of its 
population, but there came a boom, civilization travelled West- 
ward and soon ‘the village began to grow into a city. It was 
necessary that the streets be widened and straightened, the 
small and insignificant buildings must give place to larger and 
more modern places of business as the village grew into a city 
with modern business houses and homes and schools. A radi- 
cal change was necessary and a radical change did take place, 
but something better took the place of every building that was 
razed to the ground. In former days, the little red school 
house served a noble purpose, but modern educational methods 
required a school building that is up to date and equipped with 
all the requirements of modern'education. Such changes did 
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not destroy anything, but only served as a transforming agency 
to harness the powers and energies that were not being utilized 
to the best possible advantage and placed them in the channel 
of usefulness and progress. Another example might be the 
old homestead in which you were brought up. How beautiful 
it was and how you admired everything associated with it! It 
held about it a sacredness that can hardly be described. You 
loved every room in the old house, the old barn, the old well 
with its windlass, all meant more to you than you are capable 
of describing. Your father and mother got along fairly well, 
but they suffered many privations and sacrifices. ‘Then came 
the idea of new homes, new barns and every other new thing 
that comes with a new civilization. The old house was torn 
away and replaced with a new one, modern in every respect 
and everything was completely changed. Sentiment caused 
us to love those old houses because of early associations, but 
they must be replaced by something more modern and ideal. 
This was done and no one would go back to the old days. Who 
would want to live like our fathers and mothers and grand- 
parents did fifty or seventy five years ago? Would anyone 
today desire to return to the sacrifices and suffer the priva- 
tions endured by the early pioneers? They builded well and 
as opportunity presented itself, went forward to the adoption 
of better ideals and more modern methods. Shall we regret 
or criticise or find fault because the old home was replaced by 
a modern and beautiful building with all the modern neces- 
sities of life? : 

If we can willingly surrender these cherished things for the 
modern and ideal, why is it not possible to surrender old faiths 
and old beliefs and old interpretations of the Bible and life 
for the modern ideals that scholars are bringing to us at the 
present time? When teachers of religion come to us with a 
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message that is sparkling with newly vitalized life and reason, 
why not accept the new and abandon the old? Shall we con- 
tinue to fight new ideas and teachers with new truths or shall 
we permit them to tell us what is the most reasonable thing 
for us in this modern age in which we are living? 

The iconoclast, like the carpenter and builder, is both a 
builder and a destroyer. He tears down the old to replace it 
with something better. Anyone who destroys faith merely 
for the sake of doing it is a criminal against society, but if he 
gives back something better he is a benefactor to the human 
race. ‘The world has seen but few people who had a disposi- 
tion to destroy just for the sake of destruction. The majority 
of radical iconoclasts are interested in making this a better 
world and are unwilling to be a party to its destruction. 

We need iconoclasts in science, literature, religion and edu- 
cation. The ideas of men are changing regarding all these 
subjects and it is necessary for us to have leaders with ability 
and courage and the pioneer spirit to lead the march to eternal 
progress along all lines of human effort and achievement. We 
have new text books on psychology and new conceptions of 
teaching this science. A text book on this subject fifteen years 
old is worthless today. We have new ideas regarding science; 
physiology, biology, chemistry and allied branches of science 
have made wonderful strides of progress in the last twenty five 
years, and scientists have welcomed every new truth that has 
been brought to light. They have not ostracized their col- 
leagues for exploding an old truth or discovering a new prin- 
ciple. 

The spirit of Fundamentalism is in the air and the tide is 
running high and men must no longer drift with it, but must 
‘work to overthrow such medievalism and give their best thought 
and talent to the discovery of better truths for the age in which 
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they are living. Modernism is only interested in finding new 
and better truths and this concerns them far more than the 
destruction of old ideas. It is supposed that men have suf- 
ficient intelligence to be as reasonable about religion as they 
are about other matters, but it is seldom that we see them 
manifesting the same degree of progress in thought as they do 
concerning other questions. This is a lamentable fact. Why 
should religious teachers be fought and discouraged, embar- 
‘rassed and ridiculed when they attempt to teach the world a 
truth that excels and eclipses any former truth? Why not 
give them the hand of fellowship and manifest the spirit of 
good-will and offer encouragement? Modernism will not 
destroy the world or destroy faith. It will rebuild the world 
and give to men a faith of which they need not be ashamed. 
Doctor David Starr Jordan, so long associated with Leland 
Stanford University, says: “Scientific men recognize the mighty 
power of love, which runs like a golden thread through all 
animate life, finding its climax in the most perfect devotion 
possible to man. These two elements, rational order and love, 
we must recognize as emanating from the same source, as all 
other works of the ‘God of things that are.’”’ ‘The mission of 
Jesus has been defined as bringing into harmony these two 
conceptions of creative force and love, both equally divine in 
all their manifestations. 

Modern science has no kinship with atheism as we under- 
stand the term, however strongly it may stand out against 
superstition of all sorts. It has no faith in the gods worshiped 
by men in general, but whatever else science may be, it is not 
godless. Superstition is believing, or pretending to believe 
what one knows is not true. The infinite expanse of the 
universe, its growth through immeasurable periods of time, 
the boundless range of its changes and the rational order that 
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pervades it all seem to demand an infinite intelligence behind 
its manifestations. This intelligence we cannot define but of 
this we feel sure: It can be no tribal god, nor one busy with 
schemes and plans man-fashioned and thwarted by his own 
creations. The term blind force has no meaning in science. 
So far as we can see, there is no chaos, nor ever was any. Nor 
do we find a trace of whim or caprice. It was written by 
Mencius in China more than twenty centuries ago: “He can- 
not be concealed. He will appear without showing himself, 
achieve renovation without moving, create perfection without 
acting. It is the law of heaven and earth, whose way is solid 
and substantial, vast and unchanging.” 

Too frequently, we imagine that the truth we possess is 
the only truth and fear to surrender it for another, believing 
that a better and more substantial idea cannot be discovered. 
We often hold our teachers in check and prevent them from 
giving to us greater and better conceptions of this age as they 
ought to be able to do. We need the spirit of Lessig when he 
said: “It is not the truth in man’s possession that makes the 
worth of man. Possession makes him lazy, selfish and proud. 
Not through possession, but through striving, comes ever grow- 
ing strength. If God held in his right hand all truth, and in 
his left hand only the ceaseless struggle to reach after truth, 
and he should say to me, “Choose,” I would fall in humbleness 
before his left hand and say: “Father, give: the truth is for 
thee alone.” All the truth has not been discovered and prob- 
ably never will be. What man needs today is the spirit and 
willingness to continue his search, and not stop the wheels of 
progress because he imagines that the church fathers of other 
days had discovered everything we needed to know about reli- 
gion, life and the Bible. Liberalism in religion is the spirit 
of progress manifesting itself in various channels of life and 
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is the willingness to surrender the traditional for the reason- 
able. If others outstrip us and reach beyond our mental 
horizon that is not their fault. We should endeavor to climb 
to the highest intellectual and spiritual peaks and behold 
larger and better truths on the mental horizon just ahead. 
Few of us realize that the men who have given to the world 
the greatest blessings in religion and science have been con- 
sidered and held as radicals and iconoclasts in their day. 
Jesus was iconoclastic in his views. He broke down many 
cherished ideals and gave to the world many new thoughts 
that were not readily accepted, and some of which the Chris- 
tian church refuses to live up to at the present time, but we 
must acknowledge that it was due to his iconoclasm that 
Christianity was founded. Charles Darwin, Thomas Paine, 
Robert G. Ingersoll, Huxley, Voltaire and others of like char- 
acter were iconoclastic by nature, but no reasonable man will 
assert that they were not ahead of the age in which they lived 
and taught. ‘They taught principles and ideals that are quite 
prevalently accepted today, and it was through their spirit of 
iconoclasm that some prejudices and traditions and supersti- 
tions that were cherished and reverenced were destroyed. The 
world is better because they lived in it, although they were 
abused and criticised, maligned and misrepresented, yet their 
work is going on today. Abraham Lincoln was iconoclastic 
in many views held. The South cherished slavery as an hon- 
orable institution and believed in its righteousness, but Mr. 
Lincoln said, “If I ever get a chance, I will strike that thing 
and I will strike it hard.” He did get a chance and with one 
stroke of the pen signed the Emancipation Proclamation and 
forever broke down a cherished idea held by many people as 
sacred and right. Who will rise and say that Mr. Lincoln 
did not do the right thing? ‘The entire world today believes in 
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the immortal and never-to-be-forgotten man who had such 
courage and bravery. John Brown was iconoclastic in his 
views and though he suffered martyrdom for a noble cause, 
his spirit goes marching on and men rise up today and say that 
he was ahead of his age. Martin Luther was an iconoclast. 
When he tacked his 95 theses on the door of the church of 
Wittenberg, he did the most iconoclastic act of his age. He 
dissented from many of the most cherished ideals of Romanism, 
but good came out of his radicalism. It took bravery and 
courage to perform this act, but because he did it the whole 
world is indebted to him for his advanced views. Savonarolla 
and Joan of Arc were radicals and iconoclastic in their views, 
but the world is better because they lived in it. At that 
time, it was necessary for some one to lead the way and they 
did it to their everlasting credit and honor, and the world 
owes them a debt of gratitude that can be paid in no other 
manner except by adopting the spirit of progress in religion 
and the determination that intolerance in religion shall be 
overthrown. In coming down to recent days, we find Samuel 
Gompers, Eugene V. Debbs, Robert M. LaFollette were char- 
acterized by iconoclastic proclivities. They dissented from 
partyism and bossism. ‘They upset many cherished ideals 
and were ranked as revolutionists and called all kinds of vile 
names. They were persecuted from all sides, but upset tradi- 
tional ideas regarding capital and labor and many economic 
auestions and they live today and are enshrined in the mem- 
ories of grateful men and women. There may have been 
times when they were too radical, but each of them lived to 
see many of their ideals adopted. What we are interested in 
now is their spirit of independence, fearlessness and progres- 
sive ideas. ‘The radical seldom receives bouquets while he is 
alive, but after he dies all men rise up and call him blessed 
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and those who have been the most severe in their criticism and 
denunciation send bouquets and write eloquent obituary 
notices. Men ought to be a little more tolerant toward the 
dissenters and radicals. ‘There ought to be manifested some 
of the spirit of understanding, a little encouragement should 
be given. Too often we let our friends die without offering 
them assistance and encouragement in carrying the heavy bur- 
dens of life. If flowers are coming to me, I should like to 
receive them while I am alive and capable of enjoying their 
beauty and fragrance. Some one has beautifully expressed the 
right thought in these lines: 


“It is better to buy a cheap bouquet 
And give to your friend this very day, 

Than a bushel of roses white and red 
To lay on his coffin when he is dead.” 


Iconoclasm stimulates thought. The majority of people see 
only one side of a question, and they see it like they want to 
and few have any desire to change, but when the other side 
is presented in a radical fashion their attitude may change. 
Many folks are mentally lazy and do not want to be disturbed, 
and it takes an extraordinary occurrence to divorce them from 
preconceived notions and ideas. The most gigantic sin with 
which educators have to contend is the closed mind. In a 
recent editorial in the Boston Globe, the editor expressed the 
following idea regarding the closed mind: “The lot of Roger 
Bacon is the plight of the thinker; but the real sufferer is the 
world, who will not receive him and profit by his new ideas. 
All around us are truth and wisdom, with power to rescue us. 
It may be political, or industrial, or scientific, or educational, 
or religious. It may have to do with theories of sex or of 
property. It may be purely cultural. But our minds are 
shut. Before mankind can be helped by its helpers, something 
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is required on our own part—the wish to be helped, the will 
to effort. And perhaps suffering is sent in order that we may 
learn to desire such help and by means of it attain to growth.” 
| “We today are in no position to scorn the generation that 
stifled the voice of Roger Bacon. For we are something in 
that line ourselves. Yet the gleam of hope behind it all is 
this: There is a reaching down of hands to those who reach 
up for guidance. Let a human being sincerely desire wisdom, 
and no power on earth can keep it from him.” 

The conflict existing between science and religion, Funda- 
mentalism and Liberalism, would soon come to a close, if 
men would use the same kind of judgment regarding these 
questions as they manifest when sitting on a jury. The neces- 
sary qualification of a good juror is an open mind, a mind 
free from prejudice, capable of weighing the evidence and 
making a decision wholly upon the evidence adduced. The 
court instructs in points of law, but the jury must weigh the 
evidence and decide whether it is sufficient or insufficient to 
warrant a conviction or acquittal. Today scientists, educa- 
tors and men ranking high in educational circles in colleges 
and universities bring to us convincing evidence that much of 
our religion and religious teaching is out of harmony with the 
ideas of progress. They show beyond any reasonable doubt 
that the churches are out of tune with scientific and historical 
progress and make statements as facts that are not reliable and 
trustworthy and do not correspond with known truth. 

What shall we do about it? What kind of a verdict will 
you as a juror bring in? What kind of evidence will it take to 
make the question clear to your own mind? Are you willing 
to rely upon and trust the question to men who have had little 
or no opportunity for discovering and finding out the facts in 
the case, or will you accept the evidence brought before you 
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by eminent and well trained scholars who have spent their 
lives in seeking to know the truth and who profit nothing in 
presenting it to you? 

“You sit as a juror and upon your decision depends the 
progress of science, religion, the welfare and happiness of 
future generations. You will do well to weigh all the evidence 
in the case and bring in a verdict for freedom in religion and 
education. | 
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